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Foreword

OVER the years the study of military history has had its ups
and downs within the Army. In the education of the World War II
generation of military leaders it played an important part, for the
study of past operations held a preeminent place in the Army
schools' curricula in the period between the two great world
wars. In the years immediately following World War II. it lost
that place. This happened partly because the information
explosion broadened so greatly the areas in which an officer had
to be knowledgeable and partly because of a belief that the pace
of change in technology had rendered the study of past
experience irrelevant. Ii' the Army's higher schools, military
history became largely a matter of using examples from the past
in courses dealing with current problems.

On his retirement in 1970 as Chief of Military History, Brig.
Gen. Hal C. Pattison voiced his concern to the Army Chief of
Staff, General William C. Westmoreland, over "the departure of
the Army from its traditional reliance upon the experience of
history." General Pattison suggested that the Army had paid the
price of this neglect in many of the problems it encountered in the
late 1960s and urged the restoration of military history to "its
proper place in the importance of things." In response General
Westmoreland established an ad hoc committee to "ascertain the
Army need for the study of military history" and to "develop
recommendations on how any unfulfilled needs can be met."
Under the chairmanship of Col. Thomas E. Griess of the U.S.
Military Academy and composed of representatives of the higher
Army schools, the Continental Army Command, and the Office
of the Chief of Military History, the committee met over an
extended period at West Point in 1971. The committee concluded
that there was indeed a need for study of military history in the
Army to contribute to "broadened perspective, sharpened
judgment, increased perceptivity, and professional expertise." It
included in its recommendations to meet "unfulfilled needs" the
publication of a "guide to the study and use of military history"
which would be "issued to all officers at the Basic Course and
others on request." The Chief of Staff approved this recommen-

ix



X A Guide to the Study and Use of Military History

dation, entrusted the preparation to the then Office of the Chief
of Military History (now Center of Military History), and this
Guide is the result.

As recommended by the ad hoc committee, the primary
audience is the young officer just entering upon a military career.
But the Guide has been shaped for use throughout that career as
he matures and progresses, not as something to be thrown aside
after one reading. It should serve the officer in the advanced
courses, the Command and General Staff College, and the Army
War College, as well as those in basic courses. Perhaps more
important, since the time Army schools can allot to military
history is limited, it can serve as a most useful tool for self-
education at any stage of an officer's career. It should also be of
value to instructors in all Army schools and to noncommissioned
officers and other enlisted personnel with an interest in the
military past. Civilian students and instructors in history, and
indeed all those interested in military affairs, should find much
of interest and value in this volume. In sum, the Guide should
become an important tool in the never-ending process of
education of both Army officers and civilian students of history.
I hope that it will indeed assist in restoring military history to its
proper place in the importance of things."

James L. Collins, Jr.

Brigadier General, USA
Chief of Military History



Preface

ON 6 June 1944, as the allied forces began the invasion of
Normandy, General George S. Patton, Jr., wrote to his son, then a
cadet at the United States Military Academy, that "to be a
successful soldier, you must know history." The number of
similar pronouncements from noted military figures, including
Napoleon, is almost endless and the basic refrain is the same-to
understand the present and to prepare for the future the study of
history is vital. This applies most particularly to those who lead
men in battle. As Marshal Foch wrote, "no study is possible on
the battlefield, one does simply what one can in order to apply
what one knows." Despite vast changes in technology since
World War II, the combat leader may still learn much from the
study of past battles and campaigns. Weather, terrain, and
intelligence of friendly and enemy dispositions, for instance, are
as important today as in the days of Alexander, Frederick the
Great, and Napoleon; human reactions in combat remain
relatively constant.

Quite beyond vicarious experience of the battlefield, the stddy
of military history affords an understanding of the interplay of
forces that have shaped the p-esent and provides the means of
viewing current problems against the long perspective of how
men have handled similar problems in the past. The immediate
utility of a knowledge of history is likely to vary with the
situation in which the individual soldier finds himself. Certainly
force planners could profit from a study of the varying
approaches of General Pershing and General Marshall in the two
world wars toward the size and composition of the Army,
officers in charge of training from a reminder that the American
soldier's traditional outlook was not conducive to fighting a
counterinsurgency war in Vietnam, and military leaders and
policy makers alike from an appreciation of the long American
tradition against drafting men for combat service in anything
short of an all-out national war effort. Knowledge of military
history cannot produce solutions to all problems, nor can it
guarantee success in a military career. But it can provide a
foundation for both problem solving and career achievement.

xi
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xli A Guide to the Study end Use of Military History

°':"r € This Guide to the Study and Use of Military History is

' designed to foster an appreciation of the value of military history
and explain its uses and the resources available for its study. It is
not a work to be read and lightly tossed aside, but one the career
soldier should read again or use as a reference at those times
during his career when necessity or leisure turns him to the
contemplation of the military past.

The Guide consists of four parts. Part One is general in nature
and deals with the nature of history as a discipline, military
history as a branch of that discipline, the uses of military
history, and suggested methods of reading and study.

Part Two i-i- guide to the areas of study and the materials
available for study in each. It consists of sevei4bibliographical
essays-one on the great military historians and philosophers
with whom all students of military history should have some
acquaintance, -two on world military history, three specifically
on American military history, and a final essay on the merging of
American and world military history since the end of World War
IIAach of the period essays weaves its bibliographical informa-
tion into the framework of a discussion of the main military
developments of the era covered, introducing, where pertinent,
varying historical interpretations of events and issues. Each
contains at the end an alphabetical listing of all works menti-
oned. '>' /

Part Three deals with U.S. Army historical programs and
activities and how the Army uses or has used military history.
This part informs the reader of the resources available within the
Army for study and research in military history and some of the
practical uses of history in staff work.

Part Four similarlyzdeals, -albeit more briefly, with military
history outside the Army-in other elements of the Department
of Defense, in foreign military establishments, and in the
academic world.

Finally two~gpendices provide annotated listings of reference
works and historical periodicals of greatest interest and utility
to the student of military history. " /

The longest part of the Guide, Part Two, contains the
bibliographical essays, generally modeled on the bibliographical
pamphlets published by the American Historical Association
Center for Teachers. Like them, each individual essay, written
by a specialist in the field, adopts a somewhat different
approach. All of them, however, must list many works within a
relatively short space to give the reader some understanding of
the vast variety of historical literature available. Bibliographic
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essays seldom make light bedtime reading, and those in the
Guide are no exception. But the editors do believe these essays
can be read initially with interest and profit for a general
appreciation of the whole field of military history, and then used
later as a more detailed reference when the student develops an
interest in a particular period or subject. Except in the essay on
the great military historians and philosophers, only works
written in English or translated into English have been included.
And there is relatively heavy emphasis on American military
history as opposed to the broader field of world military history.
The reason is simply the belief that books in the national
language and on the national experience will be of greatest
interest and utility to the American officer.

As the title indicates, the volume is primarily a guide to the
study and use of military history and not a guide to research and
writing, although certainly parts of it should be useful to the
researcher. It is not intended to supplant The Writing of
American Military History: A Guide, published by the Office of
the Chief of Military History (OCMH) as a Department of the
Army pamphlet in 1956, although the student should find the
bibliographies on American history in this volume more
comprehensive and up to date.

The Guide is a cooperative work to which many individuals,
both in the U.S. Army Center of Military History and outside,
have contributed. When the task was first assigned to OCMH in
1972, the office enlisted the aid of the History Department at the
U.S. Military Academy, personnel of the U.S. Army Military
History Research Collection (now the U.S. Army Military
History Institute) at Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania, visiting
professors of military history at West Point and Carlisle, and
others. It has been assembled and edited by personnel at the
center in Washington. For the most part, the editors have let
authors approach their subjects as they wished, within certain
space limitations. The editors and others, however, have made
many suggestions to the authors in the course of several reviews
of drafts and in some cases have made changes on their own in
the interest of a better integrated work. Like all Center of
Military History publications, the various chapters have been
carefully edited, form and references standardized, and duplica-
tion eliminated. Essentially, nonetheless, each chapter remains
the work of its author and is intended to stand on its own.

The original conception for this Guide was largely the work of
Col. John E. Jessup, Jr., who served as the OCMH member of the
1971 Ad Hoc Committee on the Need for the Study of Military
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History in _Ae Army and was chief of the OCMH Histories
Division when the task of preparing the volume was assigned.
With some advice and assistance from others in OCMH and at
the Military Academy, Colonel Jessup developed an outline,
made the original chapter assignments, and assembled most of
the contributions before he retired from the military service in
October 1974. For some months thereafter the Guide languished
in partial rough draft form until Dr. Robert W. Coakley, Deputy
Chief Historian of the center, assumed responsibility for it in
April 1975. Since that time Dr. Coakley has seen the draft
through two main revisions-one before submission to a review
panel in September 1975 and the other after the panel had
rendered its critique. Both the concept and the draft underwent
considerable revision in detail during the two separate pro-
cesses, but '%e general scheme of the Guide and much of its
contents remain as initially shaped by Colonel Jessup.

Preparation and coordination of this work among its many
authors has required considerable time. One consequence has
been the danger that many sections might become outdated
before publication. Even though in the later stages the editor
made every effort to have authors update their respective
contributions, there has been some time lag as a result of delays
in receiving various revisions and time consumed in editing and
printing. New works of considerable significance may have
appeared since the bibliographic essays were originally pre-
pared. A more serious consequence is in the chapters on the
Army and other Department of Defense military history
institutions and programs and those of foreign governments.
Although the general nature of these programs and activities
usually remains constant from year to year, there are frequent
changes in detail. Some organizations and practices may have
changed since the summer of 1976 when most of the descriptions
underwent final revision.

The editors wish to express their great appreciation to the
other contributors to the Guide, some of whom rendered
generously of their time and effort without remuneration, and
most particularly to Col. Thomas E. Griess, Professor and Head
of the History Department at the United States Military
Academy, who chaired the ad hoc committee that gave birth to
the idea of the Guide and later not only contributed a chapter of
his own but secured contributions from two others then at the
academy.

All members of the center panel who reviewed the draft in 1975
made valuable suggestions as have others who read and

.. . . . .. .... .. .
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commented on the draft from time to time. Dr. Maurice Matloff,
Chief Historian of the center, although a contributor, served as
chairman of the review panel; Mr. Joseph R. Friedman, then
Editor in Chief, also a contributor, served on it. Other members
of the panel from the center were Col. James F. Ransone, Jr., Mr.
Robert Ross Smith, and Dr. Alfred M. Beck, and from the outside
Mr. Martin Blumenson, then Visiting Professor of Military
History at the Army War College, Capt. John R. Miller, Assistant
Professor of Military Science at Washington and Lee University,
and Dr. Russell F. Weigley of Temple University.

Others who made valuable comments at one time or another
have been Dr. Edward M. Coffman of the University of
Wisconsin, Dr. Stanley L. Falk, Chief Historian of the Air Force,
Dr. Frank Freidel of Harvard University, Dr. Peter Paret of
Stanford University, Maj. Gen. Robert C. Hixon, Chief of Staff of
the U.S. Army Training and Doctrine Command, and Brig. Gen.
Benjamin L. Harrison, Deputy Commandant of the U.S. Army
Command and General Staff College. Mr. James McSherry and
Ms. Joyce Hardyman of the Center's Editorial Branch performed
the detailed editing necessary to prepare this volume for the
printer. Mr. Dudley Kruhm of the Typography and Design
Section of the Government Printing Office designed the book.
The sins of omission and of commission of which this Guide may
be guilty, however, must be attributed in the main to the general
editors, rather than to the contributors, advisers, or technical
editors.

John E. Jessup, Jr.
Robert W. Coakley
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Chapter 1

The Nature
of History
Maurice Matloff

BEFORE a reader embarks on the study of military history, he
may well ask about the nature of the historical discipline of
which it is a part. What is history? Why and how study it? In the
swiftly changing world of the 1970s with newspapers, radio, and
television pouring out a constant stream of information and
news that competes for his attention, why should the reader
concern himself about the past? Is the past dead? Is it useful or
relevant to the present? Does it have anything to teach? Is
history more than a collection of dates and events entombed in a
dull textbook that taxed the reader's memory in his school days?
By what standards can he judge the merits of historical writings
and the contributions of historians? To answer these questions,
it is necessary to understand what history is about, what its
relations are with other disciplines, how it is written, what
purposes and uses it serves, and how the field in general has
developed.

History and the Historian

It has been said that it is easier to write history than to define
it. Part of the problem is that history has meant different things
at different times from the ancient world to the present and that
there have been as many varieties of history as there have been
schools of sculpture, painting, or philosophy. Historians have
differed in method, content, and purpose of their work. Some
have been primarily interested in telling a story, others in
determining and recording facts or re-creating events as they
actually happened, others in interpreting their findings in some

Dr. Matloff (Ph.D., Harvard), Chief Historian of the U.S. Army Center of Military
History, has taught or lectured at service institutions and numerous civilian
colleges and universities. He wrote Strategic Planning for Coalition Warfare.
1943-44 (U.S. Army in World War II series), is coauthor of a similar volume for
1941-42, and is general editor of the CMH publication American Military
History.
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cosmic synthesis or thesis. The permutations and combinations
in approaches from the beginning of recorded history have been
manifold. The problem of definition is also complicated by the
fact that in a sense everything has a past, and some would
therefore define history as everything that ever happened. By
this definition history can be extended to include the study of
animate and inanimate objects that have constituted the
universe from the beginning of time and have undergone
changes-mountains, seas, suns and planets, plants and anim-
als.

Such a broad extension of the definition tends to dilute the
meaning of the term. The more common uses of the term history
focus on a record of man's past, the study of man's past, and
critical thinking about that past. Such usage stresses man and
his activities, a concern with his past, particularly the recorded
past, and the search for the truth about it. History thus involves a
body of recorded materials from that past and a method, a special
manner of treating those materials. The historian deals with
changes, with time sequences, and with cause and effect
relations in human events. He uses dates to peg events in time
and help establish such sequences, changes, and relationships.
The historian's concern with change has sometimes led to the
criticism that he is overly concerned with the "pathology" of the
human condition-war, revolution, and other cataclysmic
events, rather than its "physiology"-periods or phases of little
change, so-called normality. Stressing that the story of man is
central to the multifaceted historical discipline, Allan Nevins,
one of the foremost recent American historians, suggested a
useful definition for the beginning reader in his introductory
volume, The Gateway to History. "History," he stated, "is any
integrated narrative, description or analysis of past events or
facts written in a spirit of critical inquiry for the whole truth."'

While this definition emphasizes method and content in the
modern approach to the field, it is well to caution, as Nevins did,
that to enjoy and understand history in its many variations one
should not be too dogmatic in defining it. There have been almost
as many schools of history as great historians, and in many cases
they have disagreed with each other vehemently over concep-
tions of the nature of the discipline. There are all kinds of history
and no reason for the beginner to cut himself off from the rich
fare that awaits him as a result of too narrow a definition of the
field. A diverse galaxy in different lands and ages have written

1. Allan Nevins. The! G(sl:wry to, Hisfury. rev. ed. (Garden City. N.Y.: DEmhleday. 1962). p. 39.
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from different vantage points and have left an indelible imprint
on the field-Herodotus, Thucydides, and Xenophon in the
ancient world, Voltaire and Gibbon in eighteenth-century
Europe, the German von Ranke, the British Macaulay and
Carlyle, and the Americans Prescott, Motley, and Parkman in the
nineteenth century, to name but a few. They illustrate the wide
variety of tastes and fashions in approach-literary, scientific,
popular, patriotic, biographical, philosophical, narrative, and
descriptive-that have characterized this discipline over the
centuries. They illustrate too that history is made by historians
rather than by the actors in the events-"the movers and the
shakers" in human experience. Historians select and cull the
records and describe, narrate, or interpret the facts in patterns
and priorities that seem significant to them rather than to the
contemporaries of the events or the actors themselves. While the
historian seeks the truth, in human affairs truth is relative,
limited by the available materials and filtered through the
spectacles with which the schelar views happenings of the past.
What is important to one age will seem unimportant to another,
and many of the seemingly significant happenings of our own
age will undoubtedly be forgotten or viewed in different
perspective by scholars a hundred years hence. Since historians
and their histories are inseparable, the beginning reader will do
well to find out as much as he can about both.

just as the historian and his product are intertwined, so
history has close relations with other disciplines. In method and
content it is both a borrower from and a contributor to other
fields of knowledge. The best accounts of the development of the
specialized branches of learning, geology, medicine, religion, the
fine arts, for example, draw on the historian's methods of
ascertaining facts and the time framework of events established
by the historian. In turn the historian uses the tools and insights
offered by skilled practitioners in other fields to broaden his
explorations of society, past and present.

History has a foot in the camp of the social sciences as well as
the humanities. Indeed scholars are by no means agreed on
whether the discipline belongs more to the one or the other. As a
branch of the social sciences, history borrows the special
approaches to human behavior in such related fields as
economics, political science, sociology, anthropology, psychol-
ogy, law, and statistics. With the aid of psychology, the his-
torian is beginning to probe the human psyche more deeply in
biographical and even social history. With the help of anthropol-
ogy, he is better able to understand cultural differences and
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similarities among preliterate societies. Political science gives
him a special approach to problems in the art of government and
decision making; sociology to questions of group dynamics.
Statistics permit him to treat and digest masses of data and reach
generalizations more securely based on facts-for example, the
rich harvest of information gleaned from census tables and
analyses of votes in crucial elections. The increased use of
statistics in historical work has led to the entry of a new tool, the
computer, into the field, and the mastery of the machine and its
programming has become an interdisciplinary effort in itself. On
the other side of the coin, history as the study of the past is the
only laboratory most social scientists have since they cannot,
like physical scientists, often set up controlled experiments.
They must gather their data from a study of what has happened
in given situations in the past, and consequently they must use
history.

History has long had a close relationship with the humani-
ties-with such fields as literature and the fine arts, archaeolo-
gy, philosophy, and linguistics. From the beginning master
stylists have contributed to the development of history as a
literary art. Virtually all the great historians have been masters
of narration. High standards of literary craftsmanship typified
by such writers as Carlyle and Gibbon in the old world were
carried on by Parkman, Prescott, and Motley in the new and
remain an ideal of the discipline to this day.

Whether a master stylist or not, the historian can draw on the
discoveries of the archaeologists to enrich his knowledge of
civilizations in the old and new worlds in prerecorded times. He
benefits from the linguists' studies of word usages and changes
that shed light on the differentiation of cultures in various times
and places and from the writings on philosophy, literature, and
the fine arts that illuminate trends in human thought and artistic
achievement. Through such auxiliary means the historian
diversifies and strengthens the weapons in his arsenal to probe
the past of mankind.

History has especially strong bonds with biography. "A good
biography," Allan Nevins, an outstanding practitioner of both
arts, has written, "must vividly re-create a character; it must
present a full, careful, and unbiased record of his acts and
experiences; and it must indicate the place of the hero in
history."2 Indeed some writers have regarded biography as the
embodiment and distillation of human experience, the most

2. IhMd.. p. 364.
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important form of history, and even identical with it. History to
Carlyle was "the essence of innumerable biographies." Emerson
argued there was "properly no history, only biography."
Although not all historians would go so far as Carlyle and
Emerson, history does deal with human beings, both as
individuals and in the aggregate, acting and reacting to
impersonal and personal forces. And a first-rate biography will
offer not only an accurate account of an individual's life but also
project that life against the background of his times and serve as
an excellent introduction to that period. Much history may
therefore be learned in congenial fashion by reading outstanding
biographies of those who have lived in different ages and
societies. As the field of biography has broadened to cover
nonpolitical as well as political characters, secondary as well as
leading figures in all walks of life, and as psychological insights
increasingly have been brought to bear, the historian's portrayal
of the past has been enriched, humanized, and made concrete.
The biographical approach to history, really an old form of the
discipline, is today more popular then ever, and the historian and
the biographer, two old allies in the field of letters, continue to
walk side by side. Indeed, they are often one and the same.

The ties of history extend not only to the social sciences and
the humanities but also to natural and applied sciences. In the
pursuit of truth modern historians share with scientists the
spirit of critical inquiry and utilize scientific procedures and
methods to gather reliable data. Furthermore, since man's life is
intertwined with his environment, the historian must take into
account the impact of geography, climate, and natural resources;
the invention of labor-saving devices; the revolution in transpor-
tation, communication, agriculture, physics, chemistry, and
medical science; and the application of atomic energy. To
understand and portray recent American history, for example,
the historian must be aware of the effects of the great changes in
space and time factors wrought by the new technology in
transportation, communications, and weaponry-fast ships,
airplanes, communication satellites, and missiles.

Through the nineteenth century, safely ensconced behind the
ocean barriers that separated them from Europe and Asia,
Americans concentrated on developing the bountiful resources
of their continent in relative immunity from troubles abroad. In
the shrunken world of the twentieth century Americans are no
longer the beneficiaries of the relative isolation, the "free
security," they enjoyed during most of their national existence.
Once regarded by Americans as the Far East, the Orient has in
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effect become the Near West. As a result, the historian of
contemporary America has to grapple with the apparent conflict
between national traditions and present realities accompanying
the revolution in the strategic position of the United States in the
world since World War II, a revolution largely a consequence of
scientific and technological developments. In his never-ending
search for important keys to unlock and understand the past and
to gain perspective on the present, the historian gathers his allies
where he may and enlists whatever help he can find from the
pursuit of truth in other fields of inquiry.

How History Is Written

How does the historian go about the task of reconstructing the
past? What techniques does he use to produce his written
product? Treatises have been written on this subject, but the
essential steps may be boiled down to three: gathering the data,
criticizing or evaluating the data, and presenting the material in
readable form. Each of these processes entails its own special
technique and training, but in the hands of experienced
practitioners they are interrelated activities. Finding, sifting,
and presenting the evidence in combination involve the skills of
a detective, a scientist, a judge, and an artist.

History, it has been said, could not have been born without two
basic elements-a body of more or less reliable materials and a
critical method to deal with them.3 While the historian relies
primarily on documents, his sources also include a variety of
other materials: physical remains-roads, fortifications, build-
ings, pottery, weapons, chiselled stones, coins, tapestries,
pictures, sculptures, and other museum pieces; orally transmit-
ted folklore in legends, ballads, and sagas; handwritten papyri
and parchment manuscripts; printed books and papers; motion
picture films; sound recordings; television and radio broadcasts;
and computer tapes. The accumulation of data on man's past is a
fascinating story in its own right; it long was a slow process, and
only in late modern times did the materials become voluminous
and the sources more complex, a process associated with the
growth of large repositories in national archives and libraries,
and with collections of private papers. To find the data on a given
subject, the historian uses a variety of bibliographical compila-
tions and archival finding aids and draws on the skills of
archivists, librarians, and museum specialists.

3. Ibid., p. 66.
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In historical research, sources are divided into two general
categories: primary and secondary. Primary sources offer
firsthand testimony of a happening, the view of an eyewitness.
Secondary sources are descriptions or narrations of the event
derived from the primary sources. Thus a letter of George Wash-
ington contemporaneous with his Revolutionary War experience
and describing an incident in it, for example his first-hand report
of 27 December 1776 to the President of the Continental Congress
on the previous day's battle of Trenton, is a primary source; a
later scholar's reconstruction or account of the event, for
instance in Christopher Ward's The War of the Revolution
(1952), represents a secondary source. Sometimes the line
between the two categories may be blurred and the same
document may be a primary source from one standpoint and a
secondary source from another. A volume like Sir Arthur
Bryant's The Turn of the Tide (1957) contains a primary source,
extracts from the wartime diaries of Field Marshal Lord
Alanbrooke, Chief of the British Imperial General Staff in World
War II, and also offers commentary by Bryant, the author-a
secondary account.

While in many ways modern technology has made printed
sources more readily and widely available to the historian, the
telephone has proved to be the historian's enemy. Historians of
recent events have often commented on how an important trail
they could once trace in documents may now disappear in an
unrecorded telephone call at high levels of officialdom. But to
supplement the written record in contemporary history and to
fill gaps in it, the historian may draw on oral history-
interviewing his subjects, recording the interview on tape, and
using the transcription as a source. This technique is a modern
refinement of the process of drawing on the testimony of
witnesses utilized by probably the greatest historian writing of
his own times, Thucydides, in his study of the Peloponnesian
Wars between the Athenians and the Spartans. In this way the
contemporary historian generates his own primary sources.

Once he has accumulated his raw data from whatever source,
the historian must subject it to the second process, critical
examination and evaluation, before he can use it.4 The term

4. For good discussions of the evaluation of data, see Allen Inhns n, "hts IfHistorin and Hisrtrr:cl

Evidence (New York: Scribner's, 1926): Homer C. Hockntt. lnfr.ittion fo l srirch in Anwrion f lisfory. 2d

ad. (New York: Macmillan. 1948), pp. 56-111; Charles V. Langlois and Charles Siegnobos. Introduction to
the Study of History. trans. G. G. Berry (New York: Barnes and Noble. 1966), pp. 71 -208; and Arthur P. Scott
and James L. Cate, "Syllabus and Problems for History 201. lntrodluction to Hislori(:al Method and
Historiography" (Chicago: Univ. of Chicago. 19451. pp. 33-92.
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historical science is used most commonly to refer to the
principles of criticism that have been adopted by the historical
craft. The application of such critical standards is the heart of
the sifting process through which the historian puts his data.

Simply put, the principles are really common-sense rules that
have evolved to test the validity and reliability of sources.

The historian's critical examination is composed of two basic
procedures: external criticism and internal criticism. External
criticism involves those tests that seek to establish the
authenticity of a particular source. It detects forgeries and false
versions and identifies anonymous documents. It attempts to
establish where, when, how, and by whom a document was
written, for this knowledge is essential to the writing of history.
This type of criticism is obviously one which the student of
modern history seldom needs to employ. Forgeries and anony-
mous papers have been comparatively rare since the end of the
eighteenth century. External criticism is used most often by
historians of earlier periods who have developed elaborate skills
to establish the origin of their sources. They can detect
counterfeits through tests to determine the age of paper or ink.
But as the average American document is easily identified,
measures of detection such as comparison with other documents
and textual criticism are apt to be less essential.s

For the writer of history, internal criticism is an indispensable
technique. Once a document has been identified, internal
criticism is used to analyze the meaning of statements in the
document and to determine their accuracy, truthworthiness, and
sincerity. At the risk of oversimplification, external criticism
may be said to determine the admissibility of historical evidence,
internal criticism its credibility. The properly skeptical histori-
an can put several questions to his sources in the process of
internal criticism: Is the writer of a given document a good
authority? Was he an eyewitness? If so, can his testimony be
relied on? Is he a trained observer? This necessary qualification
is demonstrated by the story of the Wall Street explosion in 1920.
Of nine eyewitnesses, eight testified that there were several
vehicles of various kinds in the block where the explosion
occurred, and three of the eight were sure that a red motor truck
carried the bomb. But the ninth eyewitness, an Army officer
trained to keep his poise under fire, stated that the explosion
took place on a small horse-drawn truck and that only one other

5. Hockett, Introduction to Research, pp. 59-79 and Johnson, Historian and Hisloricnf Evidence. pp. 50-75
contain discussions of external criticism and cite salient examples.
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vehicle, an automobile, was in sight. His testimony was
subsequently proved to be correct. If the eyewitnesses are good
observers, theirs is the best, in fact the ultimate, testimony.
Testimony of one reliable eyewitness is good, but the best
evidence is the independent testimony of several eyewitnesses.
But caution is needed here. Two eyewitnesses who tell exactly
the same story have probably checked their stories and agreed on
a common version. Honest, independent testimony from several
eyewitnesses will normally contain several variations, varia-
tions which tend to indicate that the testimony is sincere and
independent.

To pierce the "fog of war," for example, evidence must be
carefully weighed. It is obvious that in the tension and confusion
of battle the participants do not see, hear, or recollect with
absolute clarity. Neither do they see from the same position or
angle. Few men in battle have a clear conception of what is going
on. Censorship may suppress facts, especially in news dis-
patches and communiques. Military reports submitted to higher
headquarters are not always complete. Important facts may not
be known at the time; errors and failures may be glossed over;
rumors of dubious origin may spread rapidly and even find their
way into the official reports.

Was the writer biased? Here, of course, the writer of any after
action report or any other account of an organization's activities
is automatically suspect. Even if there is no conscious bias or
deliberate attempt to falsify, a certain amount of unconscious
bias will manifest itself in any number of ways-playing down
mistakes, exaggerating successes, or failing to give credit to
others. Participants reporting on their own activities can nor-
mally be expected to exaggerate, consciously or unconsciously,
their own roles, and in dealing with arguments or disputes to
present their own points of view with more sympathy and
understanding than those of opponents. Personal memoirs, even
those based on diaries, are immediately doubted, for the
temptations to justify oneself, to absolve oneself of blame, to
claim credit, to get revenge for old scores, and to be wise after the
event are all too strong.

To sum up, sound research is fundamental to good history,
since history is useless unless it is based on fact. The major
problem of historical research is that the historian can ascertain
many facts only through the highly fallible testimony of other
human beings, and that much, if not most, of this testimony is

6. Johnson. fIlislrin and |Hi~r~risorw Evicdenr, ,. p. 24.
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contained in documents that cannot be taken at face value. He
must therefore subject each statement in such documents to
critical analysis. In the process he applies rules of evidence,
similar to those of a court of law, that are essentially a
combination of skepticism and common sense. In this manner he
rates his evidence in order of trustworthiness. At each step he
puts questions to his evidence-to help answer the "how,"
"when," "where," and "why," and to arrive at conclusions. While
this process may sound tedious and mechanical, actually it calls

for imagination and boldness as well as caution and suspicion.7
With virtually all the material collected and evaluated, the

historian reaches the climax of his critical examination-the
careful analysis of the sifted data to determine its meaning and
significance and to determine what new knowledge his end
product will contribute. The meaning of the history and its
contribution constitute its theme. No matter how arduous the
research that went into gathering material, the author discards
what is not relevant to his subject, determines which aspects of
his subject are to be emphasized, and assigns proportionate
space in his narrative. With these steps, the processes of research
have been practically completed.

The culmination of the historian's work is the production of an
accurate and readable account. The historian's efforts will be
judged by the final product and his use of the three basic
techniques reflected in it. If the historian in his research shows
the spirit of the scientist, presenting a synthesis in interesting
written form reveals him in the role of creative artist. The
presentation represents a special art of its own.

The historian is of necessity an interpreter. Even if he knew all
the facts, he could not present the total. He cannot completely
reconstruct the past, and if he could the result would be
unintelligible. The chances are that he will never have all the
facts; documents do not normally reveal all, and if he is using
oral testimony, he is dealing with fallible human memories. He
therefore selects from the available evidence the facts to be
presented. In the process of selecting, he interprets. How does he
select? Carl Becker, a well-known American historian, aptly
observed that the mark of a good historian is the questions he
puts to the evidence. Those questions grow out of the individual
historian's experience, reading, training, intellect, and wisdom.
He will try to anticipate the questions of his readers and may
well also ask what would be useful to the reader as a guide to

7. Ke~nt R. Greenfield. "Histori:aI Resear:h: A Critia:l Approach" Ilectur delivered at the Army War
College, 4 O:lober 19501.
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thought or action about a particular happening. He designs his
questions to elicit useful answers, and sometimes he will have to
rephrase or narrow them in accord with the evidence available.
Basically, in his selection and presentation the historian
attempts to bring order out of chaos-to show relationships,
emphasize important developments, and establish a pattern.
Since the resultant picture can be too orderly and artificial-for
example, a description of action on a battlefield-the reader
must be aware and beware.

The reader must be aware, too, that it is not easy for the
historian to free himself wholly from bias of one kind or another.
Even Leopold von Ranke, the leading nineteenth-century
German exponent of presenting history "as it really happened,"
unconsciously wrote from the standpoint of a contemporary
conservative Prussian. All the histories of George Bancroft, a
strong advocate of American democracy and nationalism, are
said to have voted for Andrew Jackson. Difficult as it is for the
historian to be completely impartial, his goal must still be the
pursuit of truth. As Homer C. Hockett phrased it, "Even though
he cannot hope to tell the whole truth he must strive to tell
nothing but the truth."s He must not prejudge the evidence, and
his conclusions should follow, not precede, his study of the
evidence.

In presenting his written study, the historian puts it in such a
form that the reader can readily see on what evidence he has
based his statements of fact. Full and accurate documentation is
the stamp of authenticity the scholar places on his work. The
character of the sources will do much to establish the author's
skill-or lack of it-in the evaluation of evidence and will also
reveal to what extent the author has made use of sources
previously available and has exploited sources not previously
used. The sources utilized are revealed through the mechanics of
footnoting that accompany statements in the text and in the
bibliography at the back that groups the sources according to
type. The reader should easily be able to distinguish between
what is presented as fact and the author's own assumptions,
opinions, and conclusions. As we have seen, no historian can
entirely keep himself out of his history. Nor should he. But the
pursuit of truth requires clear distinctions among fact, commen-
tary, and conclusions.

In the final analysis, how wide an audience the study will have
and how effective the study will be depend on the author's skill

8. Homer C. Hockett, The Critical Method in Historical Research and Writing (New York: Macmillan.
1955). p. 10.
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in the use of language, the perfection of his style. The historian's
style reinforces his interpretation in a presentation that
develops according to a recognizable plan and presents its
subjects-the answers to the questions the historian has
raised-in a logical, coherent, and imaginative literary pattern.
Master stylists of vigorous narrative and vivid descriptive
power can make the reader feel he is present at great events. With
Francis Parkman, he can accompany Braddock's army on its
fateful march; with Samuel Eliot Morison, he can participate in a
great naval engagement in the Pacific in World War II. In
bringing his judgment, perspective, and literary skill to bear on
his narrative, the historian adds a sense of style in the larger
sense, a contribution to history as a creative art.

The Utility of History

With this background in the nature and methodology of the
historical discipline, the reader at this point may well ask what
is the use of history? What purposes does it serve? What can
history do for the man of thought or action? Of what benefit is it
to the average reader? Perhaps the simplest reason for stuuying
history is that man cannot help being interested in his past. He is
surrounded by history and is himself a part of it. Just as an
individual draws upon recollections of his own past, his
personal history, so a nation or race uses history as its collective
recollections. The best an individual can do is to learn to choose
between good and bad studies of the past in newspapers and
novels as well as in more carefully assembled historical works. If
the reader is at all intellectually curious about the legacy of the
past, if he seeks knowledge for its own sake, history as man's
memory can fulfill his quest. History may also be read for
entertainment, and the tradition of history as the art of the
storyteller is old; it is strongly reflected in the writing of its
founding father, Herodotus. Indeed the current popularity of the
historical novel and biography attests to the continuing market
for interesting stories entertainingly presented. Some readers
prefer history for the same reason that others choose detective
stories-they simply enjoy it.

But history also serves other and more utilitarian purposes.
The study of history is a form of vicarious experience, of learning
from the experience of others. "It provides us with the
opportunity to profit by the stumbles and tumbles of our
forerunners," wrote the British military theorist and historian,
Sir Basil Liddell Hart.9 To study the past in order to understand

I
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the present nd obtain guidance for the future also has a long and
continuing tradition in historical writing. With Thucydides,
called "the first truly critical historian." Clio, the Muse of
History, began to change from storyteller to instructor. Whereas
Herodotus wrote his History of the Persian Wars in "the hope of
thereby preserving from decay the remembrance of what men
have done," Thucydides stressed history as a form of didactic
literature, and he wrote his History of the Peloponnesian War for
those "who desire an exact knowledge of the past as an aid to the
interpretation of the future. 1 While Herodotus was particularly
interested in causes, Thucydides was especially concerned with
lessons.

Some cautions are necessary to bear in mind about history in
its utilitarian role. From what has been said about its nature and
methodology it is evident that history is not and cannot be an
exact science. It is a science only in the sense of being a search for
the truth. As an effort to establish natural laws, science is based
on two assumptions: that the phenomena concerned are
recurrent and identical in each occurrence, and that the exact
antecedents of each recurrence can be established and the
relationship of cause and effect between natural events can
therefore be formulated. Since the chemist or physicist can, by
controlled experiments, produce this recurrence under identical
conditions, he can predict further recurrence. But cause and
effect in human relationships cannot be exactly established. It is
not possible to discover all the factors bearing on any event in
human history; documents seldom yield complete or precise
knowledge of them. Nor do the factors ever reappear in exactly
the same combination. In other words, while historians may
repeat each other, history never completely repeats itself. For
this reason the writing of history is essentially an art. Written
history cannot offer a perfect reconstruction of the past of
mankind. No two situations are precisely alike, and there is
danger as well as value in historical parallels. When one relies on
a historical parallel without appreciating all the variations in
past and present situations, he does so at his own per
Suspicious as he is of historical analogies, the historian is apt tG
be wary of drawing precise or specific lessons from the past.

Nevertheless, studying results of the historian's art is of
immense value. By pondering the experience and precedents of
the past, by studying methods that have worked well and those

9. Why Don't We Learn from History? (London: George Allen & Unwin, 1946). p. 16.
10. Quoted in Louis Gottschalk. Understonding History (New York: A. A. Knopf. 1956). pp. 212-13;

and PeterGay andGerald 1. Cavanaugh. de.. Historians at Work (New York: Harperand Row, 1972): 1:1.55.
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that have worked badly in known situations, wisdom can be
acquired. Although study of the past cannot produce precise
directions for the future or a capacity to prophesy, it can broaden
hum- s understanding and furnish a breadth of alternatives. Of
courti, ven the broadest knowledge of history will not provide
all the answers to the problems of today and tomorrow, but
study of the past is man's best path to a better understanding of
the present and to some surer guide to the future. It is perhaps
clearest in telling him what not to do.

What about the charges that in this swiftly changing world the
past is no longer relevant? that history no longer is important?
and why identify with the past at all? Why not start afresh and
look ahead to some brave new world freed of the baggage of the
past? Perhaps the best answer is that to change human affairs
one must first understand their present state and how they
reached this point. We cannot constructively move forward
unless we know where we have been. Without the past, in other
wcrds, there is no standard to judge one's contribution to the
present and the future.

Devotees of history continue to stress its general value as part
of the broad cultural background of a cultivated mind, the mark
of an educated man, an asset in communication among
professions. But the reader must also be aware that history has
at times bent to serve special utilitarian purposes and interests
and at times been perverted to propaganda. History may be
taught or written to inspire patriotism, a love of country, and
respect for its heroes. It may also be presented in such a way as to
inspire hatred of other lands and peoples. It may be used or
abused-as in Germany under Hitler and Italy under Mussoli-
ni-to win support for a political regime. It has been employed to
glorify a particular race, religion, economic system, or creed. In
Communist countries, where an official meaning is put on the
past, it has been enlisted to promote the belief that their peoples
are riding the steamroller of history. But these are examples of
the history of special pleading.

The way people look at history immensely affects their whole
idea system and often determines it. And sometimes judgments
are made in ignorance. For instance, students may regard the
great American entrepreneurs of the last half of the nineteenth
century-Vanderbilt, Carnegie, and others-as vastly talented
men who brought the benefits of the industrial revolution to the
people or as "robber barons" who seized industrial empires for
their own advantage. Either judgment can influence their view of
present-day capitalism.
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History in its many capacities and at its best remains useful
and valuable in diverse ways. Every generation looks to the past
for inspiration, wisdom, knowledge, antecedents and prece-
dents, and a source of ideas in meeting its own problems. In its
capacity as a tool of research, history has been used not only by
historians to study the record of man's past but also by other
disciplines as an aid in their research, by political scientists and
psychologists for example. As a laboratory of experience,
history represents a broad foundation which can be drawn upon
not only by other social sciences but also for individual
education and training in the practice of an art or profession, as
in the case of the military for whom vicarious experience is
important. The study of history develops a sense of perspective,
of the continuities and discontinuities, and of time in human
affairs. A. L. Rowse has put it well: "Not to have a sense of time is
like having no ear or sense of beauty-it is to be bereft of a
faculty.""

To those who cultivate it, history offers pleasures as well as a
broadening of intellectual horizons, an appreciation of other
peoples' cultures as well as one's own. Much can be learned from
defeats and mistakes in national history-as much, if not more,
as from successes. The phenomenon of cultural lag, of continuing
established ways long after the reasons for doing so have
vanished, has appeared again and again in history-often
leading to defeat in war. We ignore our past and other peoples'
past at our peril.

Changing Fashions in
Historical Interpretation

Underlying the historian's never-ending quest to understand
and explain the past, to make it more relevant and useful, is the
question of interpretation. The search over the centuries for the
key to unlock the past, to discover the most penetrating
syntheses and meanings in the human story, has given rise to a
number of diverse and often conflicting theories of historical
interpretation. To understand that story historians have viewed
the past through different spectacles-through different ap-
proaches to the selection and emphasis among facts and the
causes of change. While they agree on the general importance of
history, they have disagreed and continue to disagree on which

11. A. L. Rowse, The Use of History (New York: Collier Books. 1963). p. 127.
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approach is the most useful and valuable. Since each historian
cannot entirely escape the influences of the period in which he
lives, even if he wished to do so, the changing fashions in theory
usually reflect the needs and values of the age in which they were
produced.

Volumes have been written on philosophies and theories of
history. Some ages have stressed theological interpretation3.
Indeed, history as the gradual unfolding of a divine plan has had
a strong influence not only in the ancient and medieval worlds
but in colonial America as well, where the early historians saw
divine providence at work in the happenings in the "New
Canaan." The Enlightenment of the eighteenth century, usually
identified- as the beginning of modern history, introduced new
approaches. Freeing history from theology, the Enlightenment
encouraged the pursuit of knowledge for its own sake and
nourished the critical spirit in the use of historical sources.

Building on such bases, modern historical theory emerged in
the nineteenth century in a number of distinct forms. One may be
termed the "great hero" theory-that the most fruitful approach
to history is through studying the lives of the great men of the
past. But the question whether men make history or history
makes men has long been disputed, and before the century was
over the "great hero" theory was seriously challenged. Some
scholars believe that the "movers and shakers," for example
statesmen and generals, are simply products of their times and
that their activities are conditioned by the times. Others would
argue that great men can influence their times within limits and
that the human story is one of interaction between the leaders
and their times. They would hold that leaders are sometimes
compelled to act the way they do as a result of social and
economic factors, but at times they can influence and thereby
affect the course of history and that both approaches are
valuable.

The search in the nineteenth century for the key principles of
historical change led one influential German philosopher to
stress the importance of ideas, another of economics. To Georg
W. F. Hegel each era was dominated by a specific idea, and the
human struggle in each epoch constituted a contest between the
idea and its counteraction. The importance of the idea,
emphasized by the Hegelian school, came to dominate American
historiography in the latter part of the nineteenth century, and
the interpretations of history resting on divine intervention and
the great hero took second place. Under such influence the ideas
of freedom, democracy, and the Union are advanced as the
touchstones of American progress.
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But to Karl Marx, the German exponent of a materialistic
interpretation, who bent Hegel's system to his own purposes, the
path to understanding any historical era was the study of its
methods of producing and exchanging goods and of the struggle
between ruling and oppressed classes. Marx, it has been pointed
out, invented neither the economic nor the class interpretation of
history but he infused the theory with system and a crusading
spirit. The Marxian stress on the inevitability of the historical
process-the class struggle, the triumph of the proletariat, and
the eventual emergence of a Utopian state-in which Communist
doctrine is rooted has led modern Communists to regard history
as the center of all the sciences.

In contrast to t-.a Marxian interpretation, the approach to
history in the West has remained pluralistic and essentially
open-ended. While few American historians adopted a doctri-
naire Marxian approach, scholars were influenced to pay more
attentioon to economic factors. Charles A. Beard, author of An
Economic Interpretation of the Constitution (1913), led a host of
American historians who focused on economic interest as a
central force in shaping political and social change, and many
publications have appeared that interpret various phases of
American history from an economic standpoint.

Less influential on American historiography to date have been
the European theorists, such as Arnold 1. Toynbee and Oswald
Spengler in the twentieth century, who from time to time have
attempted to explain the rise and fall of civilizations. More
typical and influential have been the interpretations by
American scholars based on specific principles or theses
applicable to American circumstances. Two or the most notable
have been Frederick Jackson Turner's thesis and Alfred
Thayer Mahan's doctrine of sea power. In his provocative essay,
"The Significance of the Frontier in American History,"
presented in 1893, Turner put forth his concept that the
westward movement gave American democracy its distinctive
characteristics and that the disappearance of the area of free
land by 1890 marked the close of an era in American history.
While Turner stressed domestic factors to explain American
development, Admiral Mahan in his The Influence of Sea Power
upon History, 1660-1783 (1890) and The Influence of Sea Power
upon the French Revolution and Empire, 1793-1812 {1892) put
forth his thesis of the role of sea power in determining the
destiny of modern nations. Drawing lessons.from his studies of
naval history, the apostle of sea power called upon the United
States to "look outward" and fulfill its mission as a rising world
power. As new interests and findings on the American scene
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have appeared, the search for special theses or integrating
principles on other fronts has continued in American historiog-
raphy.

Two schools revolving around opposite views of objectivity in
historical writing deserve special notice. One, the school of
"scientific history" that took Ranke as its hero, argued that
objectivity was an attainable ideal. The accumulation of facts
systematically and objectively set forth in monographs, studies
on particular subjects, would provide the ultimate reality. The
historian should therefore concentrate on collecting and verify-
ing the facts. When properly arranged, the facts would in effect
interpret themselves. Using Ranke's guideline of telling the story
as it really happened, history purported to be scientific and
shared the heady state of science in the last quarter of the
nineteenth century. The establishment of the first seminars in
American universities for training American historians in
stricter canons of historical scholarship arose out of this German
influence. But this school came under increasing fire in the early
twentieth century in Europe and the United States. In the United
States the attack was led by the proponents of the "New
History," who argued that the historian neither could nor should
be objective and that history should serve current interests of
society and be in accord with the historian's own values. The
leading exponent of this approach, James Harvey Robinson,
incorporated his views in The New History (1912). A collabora-
tor with Charles Beard in producing pioneering, broad-ranging
texts in European history covering economic, cultural, and
political affairs, he was influential in persuading teachers of
history to give more attention to contemporary problems. Thus,
the "New History" school opened the door for history and
historians to serve current political ends.

Reinforcement of the attack on "scientific" history came from
the doctrine of "historical relativism" which shared some
elements in common with the "New History." Carl L. Becker, a
contemporary and friend of leading historians of the "New
School" but less convinced than they of the utility of history as a
direct instrument of social change, set forth the case for
"historical relativism" in his presidential address, "Everyman
His Own Historian," before the American Historical Association
in December 1931. Sensitive to the limits of historical knowl-
edge, he argued that historical facts cannot speak for themselves;
that the historian must select and interpret facts, and that the
principles he employs in the process reflect the values and

ki
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interests of his own society. "If the essense of history is the
memory of things said and done," he contended, "then it is
obvious that every normal person, Mr. Everyman, knows some
history." As Becker portrayed it, the remembered past is
essentially living history. "Being neither omniscient nor omni-
present," he went on, "the historian is not the same person
always and everywhere; and for him, as for Mr. Everyman, the
form and significance of remembered events, like the extension
and velocity of physical objects, will vary with the time and
place of the observer."12

Like Becker, most American historians today would not
subscribe to the idea that history should be deliberately enlisted
as an instrument of social change. Certainly historians disagree
on the direction social change should take and even the "New
History" leaders did not act consistently in practice on the basis
of this principle. Most historians today accept the idea that a
balance must be struck between history as a carefully re-
searched body of facts and history as an exercise in interpreta-
tion. They would agree that interpretation is necessary and
inevitable but that objectivity, even if not completely attainable,
must remain the goal. They tend to avoid dogmatic theories but
to look for insights and hypotheses from whatever quarter to
shed light on the facts they gather. Suspicious of neat and easy
generalizations or explanations resting on a single cause, they
subscribe to multiple causation, a pluralistic approach, to
interpret the great changes in man's past.

On the basis of past changes in historical fashions, the rise and
fall of successive theories of interpretation, we may be certain
that history in the twenty-first century will be written
differently from the way it is done today. The changing fashions
have come not only in response to new research and findings and
new weapons in the historian's arsenal but also to new needs.
Each generation rewrites history in terms of its problems,
interests, and tastes. It holds up a new mirror to the past it
cannot completely recover or, to change the figure, refocuses its
lens. The discipline has responded to every great current of ideas
in the Western world since its emergence in modern dress in the
eighteenth century-to science, evolution, democracy, national-
ism, sociology, psychology, and so forth. The contents, as well as
the techniques and interpretations, of history reflect the

12. Carl L. Becker. Everyman His Own Historian (New York: F. S. Crofts and Co., 1935). pp. 235-36.
251-52.
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changing influences from generation to generation. Modern
history began with a focus largely on politics and war, with
kings and their conquests. In recent years there has been more
and more interest in economic, social, and cultural matters. New
fields of interest have arisen and the older fields have been
broadened and enriched. The varieties of history are greater than
ever. Political history, religious history, military history, and
biographical history exist side by side with social history,
intellectual history (sometimes called the history of ideas or
cultural history), and economic history and its more specialized
forms, labor and business history. There is more interest than
ever in contemporary history, the study of the recent past, in
comparative history, ethnic history, and urban history. With
their connections with other social sciences stronger than ever,
the practitioners are adapting interdisciplinary approaches and
sociological, psychological, and quantitative techniques to older
as well as newer forms of history.

The legacy of ferment left from older debates in historical
interpretation continues in the newer guises, particularly over
trends in recent history. Thus a dispute rages between those who
accept conventional or official interpretations for the outbreak
of World War I, World War II, and the Cold War and those who
adopt revisionist views, and between those who would empha-
size "consensus" in modern history and those who would stress
.conflict." Regardless of the outcome of current debates among
scholars, we may be sure that the same phenomena looked at
from different points of view, in the future as in the past, will
produce different interpretations.

The awesome problems of the current dynamic age in the wake
of two destructive world conflicts, the spread of nuclear
weapons and revolutionary warfare, and doubt raised about the
future of mankind have set historians once more to reexamine
the past in search of wisdom, understanding, and guidance. That
search would appear to underscore H. G. Wells' characterization
of history as "more and more a race between education and
catastrophe." Once more the inseparability of the past from the
present is being demonstrated. Inevitably the turmoil of the
twentieth century and the anxiety over national security and
survival have led historians to take a fresh look at the military
factor, as well as the relations between military affairs and
society. in man's past. And the same broadening, deepening, and
cross-fertilization in technique, content, and interpretation
apparent in other fields of history in this century are increasing-
ly reflected in the area that lies on the frontier between general
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history and military art and science, the field of military history,
to which we now turn.
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Chapter 2

A Perspective on
Military History
Col. Thomas E. Griess

NOT infrequently critics charge that history is of marginal
value because it has little relevance to the present. They argue
that the living present, not the dead past, is important and
demands attention. This claim is usually based upon a
dangerously narrow and unbalanced view of the present and
ignores the everyday use people make of the past. We cannot
escape history because the present is an extension of historical
events that in some instances are still running their course. Most
current problems originated in the past, and the forces working
upon contemporary society are better understood by knowing
something of the historical roots of those forces. People cannot
avoid making judgments or taking sides on controversial issues
indefinitely; neither bland, uninformed compromise nor alleged-
ly sophisticated skepticism are suitable substitutes for a
knowledge of the past which will assist them in criticizing and
reevaluating their assumptions and judgments. Convictions,
values, and standards accumulate over time; one generation
modifies those passed on by a previous generation, but it also
builds upon the earlier standards and passes on to the next
generation a changed but still historically growing body of
conclusions. Not a few presidents have placed high value on
reading and knowing history, and the shelves in bookstores and
libraries continue to grow with new works on all types of
history. The public demand, at least, does not seem to sustain the
pessimistic claim about irrelevance.

Like the general discipline, military history also has its critics
and its advocates, as well as a substantial appeal to both civilian
and military audiences. The fraternity of scholars has tradition-
ally shown some skepticism toward military history, despite
rejoinders from distinguished advocates. That attitude has
stemmed from at least two causes. First, hating the futility of

Colonel Griess (Ph.D., Duke), head of the Department of History at the U.S.
Military Academy since 1969, is preparing biographies of Dennis Hart Mahan
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war, historians have dwelt largely on cause and effect and have
shown minimal concern for how war has historically become
institutionalized. Second, they have rebelled against the
utilitarian aspects of operational military history. Until very
recently in America, these two considerations have influenced
most writers of general history against incorporating, or at least
recognizing, military history as an important element in the
broader narratives. Charles Francis Adams recognized this
feeling when he advocated higher esteem for military history at
the 1899 meeting of the American Historical Association and
urged general historians to encourage the writing of factual
military history and to rely upon, even incorporate, it in their
works.

Indeed, the aggressive, combative nature of man and the
historical resort to force by nations has made the study of war
inevitable. Sir Charles Oman argued that "one may dislike war
just as one dislikes disease; but to decry the necessity for study-
ing it... is no less absurd than it would be to minimize the need
for medical investigation because one disliked cancer or
tuberculosis." Similarly, Cyril Falls later took up the cudgel for
studying military history as opposed to studying primarily the
laborer, the peasant, or the ruler:'

What I want to urge is that all men, common and uncommon, great and
small... have been profoundly and unceasingly influenced by war, Our
literature, our art and our architecture are stamped with the vestiges of
war. Our very language has a thousand bellicose .. ords and phrases
woven into its fabric. And our material destinies, our social life and
habits, our industry and trade, have assumed their present forms and
characteristics largely as the result of war .... We are, all of us, indeed,
the heirs of many wars.

Thus it has been throughout most of history. Men, sometimes
participants, have always written about war in one form or
another. The thoughtful professional soldier is well advised to
consider what military history encompasses, to appreciate how
it properly must remain part of the overall discipline of history,
and to understand how study of the subject can be personally
meaningful. Frank Craven made the point clearly in 1959:

Let it be admitted that the modern technological revolution has
confronted us with military problems of unprecedented complexity,
problems made all the more difficult because of the social and political
turbulence of the age in which we live. But precisely because of these

1. Sir Charles Oman, Slodi,'s in ihe Napoleonic Wars (London: Metilhen, 1930). p. 24. Cyril Falls. The
Place of War in History (London: Oxford Univ. Press, 1947j. p. 7.
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revolutionary developments, let me suggest that you had better study
military history, indeed all history, as no generation of military men
have studied it before.2

The Scope of Military History

Not until the early 1800s did military history become a special
field apart from general history. ]omini, the nineteenth century
Swiss theorist, recognized three kinds of military history. The
first he categorized as the pure version-the recounting in
minute and pedantic terms of all aspects of a given battle,
including such details as hourly locations of small units. This
recounting was done without much concern for useful analysis.
The second form, he said, used a campaign or battle to examine
the principles of waging war; it analyzed the relationship
between events and principles, and, applied in broad context,
could reveal something of the evolution of the art of war. Jomini's
third category was political-military history-the examination
of war in its broadest spectrum through association of military
with political, social, and economic factors.

While Jomini was thinking and writing essentially about
military strategy, the great Prussian military thinker, Karl von
Clausewitz, was studying the entire problem of war. Seeking to
develop a theory of war, Clausewitz considered and wrote (On
War) about the basic aspects of conflict between nations. In so
doing, he was producing military history which can properly be
classified under jomini's third category. At the same time, he
devoted considerable coverage to an examination of principles
and generalship through the device of rigorous analysis and
criticism. (See Chapter 4.)

Although the study of military history in terms of Jomini's
second category (analysis of principles) can benefit the soldier,
this approach also has its shortcomings, particularly in more
modern times. In the first place, considered from the larger view
of war as organized international violence, such analysis is most
meaningful if the contest on the battlefield is decisive and
overriding in the conflict. For a time in history this was often the
case. But once industrialization and war were linked, the
battlefield leader found it difficult to bring about the over-
whelmingly decisive engagement. 3 Second, this analytically

2. W. Frank Craven. Why Military History? Harmon Memorial Lecture no. 1 (USAFA. Colorado. 1958).p.
11.

3. Michael Howard, "The Demand for Military History." Times Literary Supplement. 13 Nov. 1969. p.
1294.
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operational view of military history slights the important
institutional developments that take place within an army and
the important roles they play during times of peace or prolonged
periods of international tension.

Probably for this second reason, about the turn of the
twentieth century a few individuals in some European countries
expressed interest in a broader view of military history. In a
laborious dialectical examination of the term in a 1914 lecture at
Cambridge, Sir John W. Fortescue finally concluded that military
history "is the history of the external police of communities and
nations."4 Across the North Sea in Germany, Hans Delbriick was
questioning the approach of the General Staff whinh prized and
exploited military history as operational history, useful for its
examinations of principles and strategy. Delbrilck was interest-
ed in operations, but his interest was more in general ideas and
tendencies than in minute detail or practical principles. He
wanted his history of the art of war to analyze the subject within
the broader framework of political history. In France during this
period, lean Jauris, the prominent socialist political leader and
theoretician, was articulating the theory that military endeavors
could be successful only when military institution's accurately
reflected the composition and aspirations of the entire nation.

After World War I, the Russian military theorist, M. V.
Frunze, following Marx and Lenin in their acceptance of
Clausewitz's dictum that war was an extension of politics,
reflected on his nation's experiences and accepted Jaurbs's
theories as the foundation of a much broader definition of
military history. Frunze noted that the actions of persons
actually under arms could not be understood without consider-
ing the entire social context within which those actions took
place. In a number of writings, Lenin denied the purely military
character of the First World War, stating in one instance that
"appearance is not reality. The more dominated by military
factors a war may seem to be, the more political is its actual
nature, and this applies equally in reverse." s While Stalin
attempted to refute Clausewitz in the anti-German atmosphere
in the Soviet Union at the end of World War II, he did so only to
the extent of abandoning the outdated technical aspects of
Clausewitz's theses. To this day, the theory of the interrelation-
ship of military activity and national activity is woven into the
fabric of the Soviet approach to military history.

4. 1. W. Fortescue. Military History lCambridge. 1914), p. 9.

S. V. I. Lenin. quoted in Werner Hahlweg. "Clausewitz, Lenin. and Communist Military Attitudes Today,"
Iournal of the Royal United Service Institution 105 (1960):224.
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Until World War II most U.S. Army officers thought of
military history as being the systematic analysis of how the
military forces of a country waged war. As late as the 1940s, for
example, Matthew Steele's American Campaigns, written
expressly for the purpose of analyzing campaigns and battles,
was used in Army schools. And in 1937 a Fort Benning reference
text termed military history "the professional analysis of events
and operations" and envisioned it as being the "laboratory phase
of military science." In short, the Infantry School considered
military history of most value when it was used to provide
historical documentation to support military doctrine. This ap-
plication of military history bore a striking similarity to ideas
advanced in England a decade earlier by 1. F. C. Fuller in a
seminal work that advocated developing a science of war in
order to understand and apply better the art of war.6

By the turn of the century, nonetheless, some slight interest in
turning military history to broader themes of national policy and
strategy had developed in America. This current, somewhat akin
to the work of Clausewitz, was characterized by Walter Millis as
"the literature of popular education for publics and politicians in
strategy, in military policy and in the theory of war."7 It is best
exemplified by Emory Upton's The Military Policy of the United
States Since 1775 (1904) and Alfred Thayer Mahan's The
Influence of Sea Power on History, 1660-1773 (1890). Both
authors used military history in an attempt to influence natinnal
military policy; at the same time, in other works, both men also
wrote military history of the technical variety in an attempt to
analyze principles or professional institutions.

Following World War II and the Korean War, a note of
despondency concerning the relevance of military history began
to be heard. This discouragement, largely voiced by civilian
critics, was rooted in the belief that military history, though
broadened somewhat, was still too technical and utilitarian in
purpose and that if it was to be of more than antiquarian interest
it had to become a broad study of war itself. I. F. C. Fuller, the
outspoken, earlier advocate of considering war and peace as
related phenomena in an inevitable cycle, claimed that since war
had become policy itself it had to be studied to "regulate human
affairs." Walter Millis went further and argued that nuclear

6. Mililory Histry: Methods of Rs,,earch. Infantry School Reference Text no. 25 (Fort BenninR. Ga.
11937), pp. 3-4. I.F.C. Fuller, The Foundations of :hc! Scient:, of Wor (London: Hulchison. 1926). pp. 19-24.

7. Walter Millis. Military History IWashington: Service Center for Teachers of History. 1961 ,p. 9. Millis
identified three main streams of American military literature historically.The other two were "the literature
of recall" and "the literature of technical education for the soldier."
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weapons made most of the traditional materials of operational
military history inapplicable. Concluding that a nation's use of
war as an instrument, now, more then ever, encompassed every
aspect of its social, political, and economic order, as well as the
purely military factor, he questioned whether a modern
commander might not find the study of past generalship actually
deleterious. In his view, only if one studied war in its broadest
terms-that is, made it less military and more civilian-would
the exercise prove useful. Although agreeing that the relation-
ship of war to society was important, Cyril Falls took issue with
Millis and perspicaciously observed that "small wars without
nuclear weapons have not been avoided and remain a possibili-
ty."8 Falls might have added that from another viewpoint nuclear
weapons required formulation of a new doctrine which could
only be illuminated, not retarded, by the experience of earlier
thinkers who had also grappled with revolutionary weapons. Or,
if awesome new weapons now exist, the human being has not
changed much and the basic requirements for thoughtful
leadership remain and are intensified.

Discussion over the nature of military history has been
influenced to some degree by contemporary interpretations of
the war in Vietnam. In a thoughtful critique of 1971 on the state
of military history, Peter Paret noted that much work was being
devoted to civilian rather than military aspects and that too few
historians were "interested in war and in military institutions
for their own sake."' Despite the assumed irrelevance of the
subject, the continuing discussion has stimulated an apparently
greater interest among civilian scholars in teaching military
history in the universities. Paradoxically, the rising civilian
interest came at a time when the trend within the Army was
toward minimizing military history in its own school system, a
trend only partially reversed as a result of an ad hoc committee
study in 1971. (See Chapters 17 and 23.) Revived interest has
generally involved studying war and its institutions in a broad
context, although more meaningful and sophisticated ap-
proaches to operational military history are being devised as
well. As war has become more industrialized and all-consuming,
military historians are broadening their approach to studying
and writing about it. The Army's present concept of what
comprises military history reflects these shifting tides of
opinion.

8. 1. F. C. Fuller, A Military History of the Western World (New York: Funk and Wagnalls, 19541 l:xi;
Fuller, Decisive Battles of the U.S.A. (New York: Harper. 1953). p. viii. Millis, Military History. pp. 15-18.
Cyril Falls, The Art of War (New York: Oxford Univ. Press. 1961). pp. 5-6.

9. Peter Paret. "The History of War." loedolus 100, no. 1 (Spring 1971):381-86.
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The Army has officially defined military history as an
objective, accurate, descriptive, and interpretive record of all
activities of the Armed Forces in peace and war. Expressed
another way, military history is concerned with how nations
prepare for war, how they wage and terminate wars, how
preparing for and fighting wars influences society, and how
nations assign and regulate the peacetime functions of armed
forces. Because historians and readers alike often refer to types
of military history, one might offer the following useful
categories:

Operational: combat or military aspects; encompasses logis-
tics, tactics, military strategy and leadership; includes campaign
studies and operationally oriented biography.

Administrative and Technical: generally functional and
professional activities of armed forces; includes studies of
doctrine and organizational structure, procurement and training
of manpower, and weapons developments; involves both
peacetime and wartime developments.

The Military and Society: in an historical sense, considers the
entire spectrum of military affairs throughout the cycle of war
and peace; deals with national strategy and encompasses the
relationship among the military, social, political, economic, and
psychological elements at the national level; deals with
institutional problems, solutions, and developments; explores
the relationship between civil and military authority.

These categories are not mutually exclusive, and they are
conceptual in nature rather than exact definitions. Because they
are intentionally broad, a given work on military history usually
will deal in some degree with each category, although it may
emphasize one.

The Value of Military History

Soldiers have traditionally attached utilitarian value to the
study of military history while scholars have been more
attracted by the educational value of the subject. It actually
contributes in both ways to the development of the professional
officer, and the discussion that follows deals with both of them.
If sharpened judgment, improved perception, and a broadened
perspective are valuable to anyone, they are crucially important
to soldiers who may be vitally concerned with problems of
national importance and who, throughout their lives, deal with
the capabilities and limitations of men and women.
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Studying military history can also help compensate for
deficiencies in individual experience. Soldiers may serve only
two or three years in a combat zone during their professional
careers. Somehow, they must prepare themselves for waging
war without the benefit of much practice. It is almost as if a
doctor faced a crucial operation after nothing but medical school
observation and practice on animals. Although what one learns
from military history will not displace what one has already
learned from experience, it will illuminate what is important in
that experience. Careful and critical reading of military history
permits analyses of operations conducted under varying
conditions and broadens and deepens understanding. Moreover,
as one continues reading over a period of years, he or she will
develop a critical faculty in assimilating material and integrat-
ing it with experience. Ultimately, the soldier will sift out those
ideas, conceptions, or principles that have gradually come to be
most valuable in a personal sense. It is not an exaggeration to
claim that individuals who know what was attempted in the
past, the conditions under which it was attempted, and what
results followed, are less likely to grope haltingly when faced
with their own immediate problems. As Ardant du Picq
concluded from his studies of battlefield conduct, "whoever has
seen, turns to a method based on his own knowledge, his
personal experience as a soldier. But experience is long and life is
short. The experiences of each cannot therefore be completed
except by those of others."10

Military history offers soldiers an opportunity to improve
their professional qualifications. Indeed, in a world growing
ever more complex and in a society which increasingly questions
old methods and values, soldiers must study their profession
continuously if they expect to meet the challenges which the
unlimited liability clause in battle may pose at any time. No one
field of study will guarantee success on the battlefield, but
lacking actual experience in combat the thoughtful soldier will
do well to turn to the study of past wars. And even combat
experience unaccompanied by professional study and reflection
may not stimulate professional growth. (Frederick the Great
characterized some men as having little more imagination than
the mule which campaigned with Prince Eugene in the eighteenth
century.) Among 4,000 Army officers of all grades surveyed in
1971, two out of three indicated that the study of military history
had been professionally beneficial. According to these officers,

10. Ardant du Piceq. BSlle! Sladifs, trans. John N. Creely and Robert C. Cotton (Harrisburg: Military
Srrvic Publishing Company. 1947). p. 8.
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whose appreciation increased with military rank, the principal
benefits are insight gained from studying problems which
illuminate contemporary difficulties and perception gained from
studying military success and failure.11

A caveat is necessary, however. History provides no clear cut
lessons for the reader. Situations in history. may resemble
contemporary ones, but they are never exactly alike, and it is a
foolish person who tries blindly to apply a purely historical
solution to a contemporary problem. Wars resemble each other
more than they resemble other human activities, but similarities
between wars can be exaggerated. As Michael Howard warned,

the differences brought about between one war and another by social or
technological changes are immense, and an unintelligent study of
military history which does not take adequate account of these changes
may quite easily be more dangerous than no study at all. Like the
statesman, the soldier has to steer between the dangers of repeating the
errors of the past because he is ignorant that they have been made, and of
remaining bound by theories deduced from past history although
changes in conditions have rendered these theories obsolete."2

Carefully grounded in military history, the soldier can
nevertheless develop useful theories, ideas, and interpretations
about the practice of the military profession. This is the
immensely stimulating and educational role of the critic, a role in
which one explores and tests alternative solutions to a given
problem. The person who attempts this exercise will need to
know military history well since it will form the base of the
criticism, whether the problem is strategic, tactical, logistical, or
social. A knowledge of philosophy, political science, and
sociology will also be useful to complement the historical base.
And our critic will still need much patience, analytical skill,
honesty, and objectivity. Such qualifications, exploited by
individual brilliance and dedication, produced a Clausewitz.
And this type of critical inquiry led Liddell Hart to discover and
advocate his "indirect approach." Here we have an example of
how military history studied in depth and involving careful
research can provide thE basis of a doctrinal idea. After
considerable study, Liddell Hart wrote Strategy, which was a
form of special pleading for the theory of the indirect approach,

11. Ad Hoc Committee, Department of the Army. "Report on the Army Need for the Study of Military
History" (West Point, N.Y., 1971), vol. IV.

12. Michael Howard, "The Use and Abuse of Military History," Journal of the Royal United Service
Institution 107 (19621:7.
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using selected examples to support that theory which earlier
research had assured him was universally valid.13

But conceptions based upon historical experience do not
necessarily guarantee success in the field. A careful study of
history will illustrate that principles are not immutable rules
which the commander is forbidden to violate. Nor should a
theory be based on historical examples arbitrarily selected to
support an unfounded preconception. What is necessary is
rigorous testing and honest, thorough research. If an historically
based principle is fallible, however, it is infinitely better than
pure theory ungrounded on historical experience. The French
strategic paralysis in 1940, for example, resulted at least as much
from faulty, highly theoretical thinking as from lack of resour-
ces.

The study of military history, particularly of the operational
variety, can inspire many men and women. Because of the
tendency to magnify the obstacles and hardships of warfare,
soldiers may adjust more quickly to combat if they know that
others have overcome similar or worse conditions. Accuracy of
depiction is important, however, for inspiration can turn to
disillusion if the history is distorted or propagandist. Overly
didactic unit histories may paint war romantically and the deeds
of the unit in terms more mythical than realistic. When the young
soldier of the unit then first experiences war he may find the
shock completely demoralizing. And if military history is
exploited too often to stimulate a superficial patriotism, it can
produce cynicism among throughtful persons.

Historically, pride of profession has been a necessary and
foremost characteristic of the soldier. A wide and critical
reading of military history can help the soldier define and
appreciate the meaning of professionalism. Personal under-
standing will be shaped by learning what others have used as
yardsticks in the past. Broad study and careful reflection on
earlier views will also encourage analysis of the military ethic
which can stimulate useful discussion of that ethic with others
who may be less well informed. What obligations does
professionalism require? How do the demands of war determine
the nature of military professionalism? How does one educate
oneself for the grave responsibilities of leadership on the
battlefield? History can help provide answers to these ques-
tions.

Professionalism also nurtures the ability to reach conclusions

13. Support for this interpretation appears in Jay Luvae$, The Education of an Army (Chicago: Univ. of

Chicago Press. 1904).
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by combining recognition of a sense of duty with a scientific
commitment to the determination of cause and effect. Studied in
depth, military history can contribute to learning this approach
to a problem. The scientist works with matter, energy, and
natural laws, but the soldier in addition works with the most
unpredictable material of all-human beings. The leader's
mental attitude, or professional frame of mind, must according!y
be both tough and compassionate. Studying military history can
help one gauge human capabilities and limitations while offering
guidelines on how to make the best use of both. It may also help
some soldiers learn how to lead faltering human beings to
accomplishments they believe beyond them. Speaking to British
Staff College candidates, Sir Archibald Percival Wavell advised:

Study the human side of history ... to learn that Napoleon in 1796 with
20,000 beat combined forces of 30,000 by something called economy of
force or operating on interior lines is a mere waste of time. If you can
understand how a young unknown man inspired a half starved ragged,
rather Bolshie crowd; how he filled their bellies; how he outmarched,
outwitted, outbluffed and defeated men who had studied war all their
lives and waged it according to the text-books of their time, you will
have learnt something worth knowing.14

Personal study for the American troop leader must also
include an examination of American institutions, society,
customs, and general history since they contribute to beliefs and
ideals that motivate subordinates. Study of the American
military experience can help a leader gain valuable insights: the
changing outlook of citizens who enter the Army and their
reactions to military service; views of the regular versus those of
the conscript; what subordinates expect of their leaders; and
human reactions to adversity. Leadership, an important aspect
of professionalism, can be profitably studied by reading history
with its many examples, good and bad. The leader who knows
his own leadership style learns what to emulate and what to
avoid. In learning vicariously about people one perceives that
the basic elements of human nature do not change even though
society and institutions are in a constant state of flux. This
perception requires a critical reading of works which may be
self-seeking autobiographies or propaganda offered under the
guise of history.

There is a good deal of the visceral in military leadership, but
the moral side of leadership is particularly important because it
is so influenced by a person's character. By studying military

14. Quoted by Major General E. K. G. Sixsmith, "Military History or War Studies?" The Army Quarterly
and Defense journal 101 (19711:439.
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history one can learn something about strength of character. In
all American military annals, there is no better example of
contrasting character in battlefield leadership than that of Lee
and Hooker at Chancellorsville where the absence of strong
leadership doomed a brilliant plan to failure. But leadership
involves more than personal resolution or physical courage: It
includes a deep and abiding understanding of the traits,
weaknesses, and aspirations of subordinates. And it involves
personal integrity as well. Beginning with Washington, through
Sherman, Lee, Pershing, and beyond, a long, honored list, the
student can find a tradition of integrity well worth emulating.

Careful reading of military history can supply a valuable
perspective for the critical examination of contemporary
problems. Historical perspective leads to a sense of proportion
and encourages the long view, it contributes to an awareness
that life moves in a channel of continuous change, thus helping to
counter excessive optimism or pessimism about current devel-
opments. Moreover, it will help one reassess the values used to
weigh achievements, methods, and decisions. Shielded from the
heat and passion of partisan argument, for example, one can
learn something of the wisdom as well as the practical
difficulties in our subordination of military forces to civilian
direction. Or the thoughtful person may appreciate that the
apparent American penchant for absolutes can lead to a
tendency to view problems as always susceptible of solution,
thereby creating additional problems. Gradually, the student
learns that with greater knowledge it is easier to assimilate new
material and to associate the new with the old. Judgment grows
more discriminatory, and one begins to separate the transitory
from the permanent as ideas and concepts are weighed. One
becomes aware that discerning differences in the historical flow
of events is often more meaningful than establishing similarities
through strained analogy.

The sharpening of judgment is part of the total intellectual
process to which a study of history contributes. Rather than
testing hypotheses in search of predictive models, history deals
with cause and effect of individual events. It broadens the
soldier's vision and arouses curiosity about specific problems,
none of which are exactly like those faced in the past. A careful
reading of military history can help develop what Liddell Hart
calls "the scientific approach":

Adaptation to changing conditions is the condition of survival. This
depends on the simple yet fundamental question of attitude. To cope
with the problems of the modern world we need, above all, to see them
clearly and analyse them scientifically. This requires freedom from
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prejudice combined with the power of discernment and with a sense of
proportion.... Discernment may be primarily a gift, and a sense of
proportion, too. But their development can be assisted by freedom from
prejudice, which largely rests with the individual to achieve-and
within his power to achieve it. Or at least to approach it. The way of
approach is simple, if not easy-requiring, above all, constant self-
criticism and care for precise statement. ,5

One can properly question that it is possible to learn strategy
from a textbook in the same manner as one learns an academic
skill. But history can help the soldier by revealing qualities that
other men have found useful in developing independence of mind
and by emphasizing that confusion, lack of information, and
friction are normal in war. Although no concrete lessons can be
learned from history and then blindly applied, there is an
argument for the broad deduction of general principles. Based
upon a careful analysis of warfare, for example, J. F. C. Fuller
articulated the principles of war now generally accepted as
doctrine throughout most of the world. Similarly, students learn
some basic rules that usually pay dividends (e.g., be stronger at
the decisive point, thorough training often compensates for
inferior strength, be aggressive), They also learn that these rules
are frequently violated, sometimes knowingly and for specific
reasons.

Experience improperly gleaned can make one dogmatic and
lead to an attempt to apply lessons too literally. But this
vicarious experience is the raw material of imagination and can
lead to the development of new ideas. Combined with intelli-
gence and ingenuity, imagination can lead to wisdom, sometimes
a wisdom more advanced in years than a soldier's age would
indicate. In search of either principles or wisdom, however, one
must study military history critically and objectively.

Alfred Vagts complained that military men too often looked
backward, ignoring changed circumstances, in order to prepare
for the future.16 And indeed historical examples are rarely, if
ever, exact enough to allow unquestioning application to specific
contemporary problems. By analyzing trends in tactics, strategy,
and weapons, however, soldiers can grasp the evolution of
warfare and learn something of the basis for doctrine-or devise
a rationale for questioning it.

There is, of course, a danger in blithely applying narrowly
based historical experience to the general case in search of

15. R. H. liddell Hart, Why Don't We Leorn From Fiisiory? (Londen: Allen and Unwin. 19461. p. 10.

18. Alfred Vagis. A History of Miilrism {New Ynrk: Meridian Books. 1959). p. 27.

K=.
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doctrine. Although the historian tries to bring order out of chaos,
his use of evidence is necessarily selective. Moreover, war is
anything but simple. Weapons change, technology advances, the
motivation of human beings to fight varies; the last war may be
completely irrelevant to the next one. Yet there are numerous
valid examples of the doctrinal application of military history:
Studying the ancient art of warfare, Maurice of Nassau devised
tactical changes which Gustavus Adolphus brilliantly put to the
battlefield test; a War Office committee painstakingly studied
the British official history of World War I to confirm or to
establish a basis for changing the Field Service Regulations; and,
more narrowly, an exhaustive study of the American intelligence
failure at Pearl Harbor resulted in a statement of doctrinal
principles for command application. Douglas MacArthur
understood both the danger and the benefits of this doctrinal
application:

The military student does not seek to learn from history the minutiae of
method and technique. In every age these are decisively influenced by
the characteristics of weapons currently available and by the means at
hand for maneuvering, supplying, and controlling combat forces. But
research does bring to light those fundamental principles, and their
combinations and applications, which, in the past, have been productive
of success. These principles know no limitation of time. Consequently,
the Army extends its analytical interest to the dust-buried accounts of
wars long past as well as to those still reeking with the scent of battle. It
is the object of the search that dictates the field for its pursuit. 17

As a final comment it is vitally important to reemphasize that
the soldier's study of military history must involve more than
purely operational accounts. He must also study the institution-
al aspects of the military and the relationship between civilian
and the soldier in peace and war: the development of the
American military system within the society which fosters and
sometimes berates it, and how military choice in strategy and
tactics must conform to American traditions and the constitu-
tional system. And studied in such broad context, military
history can tell much about what Sir John Fortescue character-
ized as the supreme test to which war subjects a nation. The case
for the study of military history in its broader milieu was well
made by Richard Preston three decades ago:

War, as is becoming realized in the modern world, is more than a mere
clash of arms. The development of armies and of their organization, and
the narratives of campaign strategy and of operational tactics, which

17. General Douglas MacArthur, Report of the Chief of Staff I.S. Army. 1935 (Washington: Government
Printing Office. 19351. p. 32.
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were formerly the military historian's exclusive concern, can be
understood only in relation to developments in the world at large, in

relation to advances in technology, and in relation to changes in political
and economic organization.

In short, as Michael Howard urged, the soldier should study
military history in depth to get beneath the historian's
necessarily imposed pattern of seeming orderliness and to try to
understand what war is really like; in breadth to understand the
flow of events and the existence of continuity or discontinuity
therein; and in context to appreciate the political, social, and
economic factors that exercise important influences on the
military part of the equation.18

In sum then, the study of military history has both an
educational and a utilitarian value. It allows soldiers to look
upon war as a whole and relate its activities to the periods of
peace from which it rises and to which it inevitably returns. And
soldiers who know what was attempted, and what results
followed, are better able to deal positively with immediate
problems. As their thought process grows more sophisticated,
soldiers will attempt, more and more, to analyze critically,
conceptualize creatively, and test theories. Military history also
helps in developing a professional frame of mind-a mental
attitude. In the leadership arena, it shows the great importance
of character and integrity. Finally, military history studied in
depth helps the soldier to see war, in Clausewitz's time-worn
phrase, as a chameleon, a phenomenon that affects and draws its
spirit from the society which spawns it.
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Chapter 3

An Approach
to The Study
Of Military History
Lt. Col. John F. Votaw

SINCE military history covers vast areas, both topically and
chronologically, the student who would enter the field has a wide
range of choice. The study of Alexander the Great, for instance,
still offers relevant insights into the exercise of power-military
economic, and political-at the highest level; and a good
biography of King Gustavus Adolphus of seventeenth-century
Sweden offers a case history in the application of theory to the
problems of reorganizing a military system. Frederick the Great
tells us in his own words of tactical genius and the training of
eighteenth-century soldiers. Napoleon Bonaparte has filled
many bookstore shelves both directly through his memoirs and
maxims and indirectly through a mass of idolizing and scathing
biographies. From Napoleon the student can learn of generalship
and in the process appreciate the crushing burden and responsi-
bility of supreme command; he can better understand the
military problems of maintaining an empire won by the sword
and the limits of military power in suppressing newly aroused
nationalism.

Military history includes biography, fiction, battle narratives,
memoirs, theoretical treatises, sqientific discourses, philosophy,
economic studies-and more. Studying the subject can be
somewhat like shopping in a used book store where the books are
stacked on many different shelves. If one enters with no idea of
what he is looking for, chances are he will leave unsatisfied. But
if he enters with some general ideas of what he is seeking, as well
as ability to recognize valuable items not presently on his "want
list," then the venture will be rewarding.

The study of history is not a great search for details in the
pages of dusty books; it involves the discovery of knowledge in
the broader sense and the enrichment of the intellect. Military
history is history first and military second. Methods of studying
it are invariably tied to individual goals and individual concepts

Lt. Colonel Votaw (M.A., California at Davis), was an instructor in history at the

U.S. Military Academy when he wrote this contribution.
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of what military history is. If directed to prepare a list of the ten
most important books of military history, ten different persons
would probably draw up ten different lists, each list represent-
ing its compiler's values, priorities, and biases, although some
titles would appear on more than one list. In using this Guide and
its extensive book lists, the reader must decide what he is
seeking and frame questions to be asked while reading,
questions that will deter aimless wandering.

The skills needed to investigate the many dimensions of
military history can be tailored to one's concept of the nature of
history. The study of military history can be rewarding and
exciting, but it can become drudgery if pursued in a methodical
but plodding way. Students have a tendency to equate the study
of history with the commitment to memory of facts that can be
returned to the instructor at examination time little the worse for
wear.1 We are not concerned with this type of historical study.
Allan Nevins, one of the most noted American historians,
counsels:

There is but one golden rule in reading history: it should be read by the
blazing illumination of a thoroughly aroused intellectual curiosity....
A self-stimulated interest, one based upon a fixed ambition to master
some select period of history, and to do it by systematic, intensive
reading, is of course far more valuable. It represents a steady disciplined
impulse, not a transient appetite.2

Essentials of a Study Program

Military history should be studied in width, depth, and, most
importantly, in context. In this way, according to Professor
Michael Howard, "the study of military history should not only
enable the civilian to understand the nature of war and its part in
shaping society, but also directly improve the officer's compe-
tence in his profession." Reading with a purpose to gain a better
understanding of the nature of war and the practice of warfare
sharpens the intellect and develops perspective to face current
problems in an informed manner as well as to plan for the future.
But "history has limitations as aguiding signpost," said Sir Basil
H. Liddell Hart, "for although it can show us the right direction, it
does not give detailed information about the road condition."

I, This idea was paraphrased from Carl L. Becker's imaginative essay. "Frederick Jackson Turner," in
Everyman His Own Historian (Chicago: Quadrangle. 1906).

2. Ailnn Nevins. The Gateway to History (Boston: 0. C. Heath. 1938). pp. 365-66.
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Bertrand Russell also offers some advice that is pertinent to the
problem of beginning a study program: 3

If history is not necessary to your career, there is no point in reading it
unless you enjoy it and find it interesting. I do not mean that the only
point of history is to give pleasure-far from it. It has many other
uses .... But it will not have these useb except for those that enjoy it.
The same is true of such things as music and painting and poetry. To
study these things either because you must, or because you wish to be
cultured, makes it almost impossible to acquire what they have to offer.

Formal graduate training in military history is obviously one
way to launch a long, rewarding career of continued study. There
are many opportunities to pursue graduate studies in the service,
all clearly spelled out in current regulations. You can complete
an unfinished degree with Army financial assistance which
provides for full-time study as you near graduation. And the
Army will share the cost of your gradually accumulating the
necessary course work for an advanced degree. You may
combine duty as an instructor and formal study in a nearby
graduate institution. As long as continued educational develop-
ment remains a goal in the Army, there will be opportunities for
anyone with the determination to take advantage of them.

Academic study is not the only way. Another is self-
instruction through reading. It would be difficult if not
impossible for anyone to construct a single reading list that
would fit all the needs of students whose interests are
necessarily diverse; a more fruitful approach is to develop a set
of questions around which a reading program may be built. The
student must develop his own questions to reflect his goals,
values, and personal interests.

How can you formulate that basic list of questions and themes
that will govern your reading program? You will discover
questions as you read, but, by way of suggestion, some of the
fundamental questions involve:

-The formation of armies (militia, conscript, volunteer,
mercenary)

-Explaining why armies fight (religion, dynastic interests,
nationalism, ideology, discipline)

-Assessing how armies fight (shock tactics, firepower, linear
tactics, employment of masses, mobility, position warfare)

3. Michael Howard, "The Use and Abuse ot Military History," journal of the Royal United Service
Institution 107 (1962):4-10. Liddell Hart. Why Don't We Learn From History? (London: Allen and Unwin.
1946). p. 15. Bertrand Russell. Understanding History lNew York: Philosophical Library. 1957). pp. 9-10.
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-Investigation of the relationships between the armed forces
(naval defense, the army as the first line of defense, geographic
position of the state)

-Who directs the employment of the armed forces (soldier
king, chief executive, commanding general, general staff, legisla-
ture)

-How armies are sustained (logistics, technology, morale,
national style, industrial power)

-How wars are ended (exhaustion, negotiated settlement,
surrender, destruction)

The ingredients of battle have prompted many soldiers and
civilians to write extensively about how combat power is
applied on the battlefield; tactics, training, doctrine, and
generalship are frequently the subjects of these examinations.
The men who wage war-commanders, statesmen, soldiers,
guerrillas-are natural subjects of investigation to one interest-
ed in gaining a better understanding of war. The general has
attracted much attention as the focal point of battlefield activity.

Each period of history has something to offer. Try to determine
what is distinctive about the military history of a given period.
You might ask, for example, if warfare as practiced by
Napoleon's Grande Armde was different from warfare in the
time of Frederick the Great? Certainly. Armies were larger,
battlefields had expanded into theaters of war, logistics became
more complex, and the French soldier was part of a more flexible
army because he could be trusted not to desert. Frederick's army
was dynastic, mercenary, expensive, and effective. Then you
might ask what about the Napoleonic period is relevant to
military affairs today? The idea is not to apply Napoleonic
solutions to our current problems but to try to fathom how
Napoleon approached his problems, say with conscription and
recruitment, and then armed with new perspective tackle our
own problems. History is not an exact science governed by rules,
theorems, postulates, and principles. Liddell Hart "always tried
to take a projection from the past through the present into the
future" in his study of military problems.4 Sometimes the lens
through which we view the past gets a little out of adjustment,
distorting the image, but our improved understanding and
sharpened perspective can help rectify that.

What nonmilitary factors have affected the course of warfare
over the ages? How is the decision to go to war arrived at?
Frederick the Great and Napoleon Bonaparte had less of a

4. Why Don't We Learn From History?, p. 16.
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problem in deciding for war than did President Lincoln or
President Franklin Roosevelt; in an autocracy the autocrat has
powers of decision unchecked by democratic processes. Yet all
four men were very sensitive to the opinions of others; in
Frederick's case, the concern was for other monarchs, not the
Prussian people.

Finance and economics have frequently played important
roles in warfare. Frederick depended on British financing during
the Seven Years' War. Napoleon understood that economic
power can be a successful adjunct to raw military power, but he
also appreciated that without a navy it would not be possible to
strike directly at Britain's mercantile power. The Continental
System employed a type of boycott designed to seal off the
European continent and deny markets to British goods. The plan
had flaws, but it did squeeze the merchants in mighty Albion.

Political and social factors also play an important role in
warfare. Frederick was careful to promote discord among his
potential enemies. In the American Civil War, Lincoln played his
powerful trump card, the emancipation of Negro slaves in the
Southern states, at the propitious moment to enlist support for
the Northern cause both at home and abroad. The Emancipation
Proclamation was a military instrument, argues John Hope
Franklin, that the president wielded only after he had gained a
seeming victory at Antietam in September 1862.5 The assump-
tion of victory disarmed the argument that the slaves were freed
as an act of desperation and so helped to sway opinion in Eng-
land against intervention on the side of the South. In World War
II, Roosevelt used the fervor generated by the Japanese attack on
Pearl Harbor to carry through full mobilization for war.

Reading biographies of leading soldiers or statesmen is a good
way to begin the study of military history. Examination of
leadership during periods of great stress and crisis may well be a
springboard to a satisfying reading program. A study of Franklin
D. Roosevelt as war leader, for instance, can lead to an
exploration of most of the aspects of modern war-leadership,
political and military; decision making, personal and institution-
al; mobilization and war production; censorship and propagan-
da; diplomacy and national strategy. Such a study also
illustrates the variety of approaches and interpretations
different historians may use in dealing with a strong leader's
actions.

5. John Hope Franklin, The Emancipation Proclamation (New York: Doubleday, Anchor Hooks, 1965., pp.
129-40.
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Examining Roosevelt's part in the coming of war, Charles A.
Beard found in 1948 that "At this point in its history the
American Republic has arrived under the theory that the
President of the United States possesses limitless authority
publicly to misrepresent and secretly to control foreign policy,
foreign affairs, and the war power." Examining the evolution of
American strategy, Maurice Matloff emphasized the different
point, that the military planners "had also learned that whatever
their theories and plans, they would have to reckon with an
active and forceful Commander-in-Chief bent on pursuing his
own course".6

Although the president's biographer, James MacGregor Burns,
seems to agree with this interpretation, he argues that Roosevelt
as war leader was intent on immediate tactical moves during the
first years of the war rather than on grand strategy. "Roosevelt's
utter concentration on the task at hand-winning military
victory-raised difficult problems, just as his absorption with
winning elections at whatever cost had created difficulties
during the peace years." Herbert Feis, on the other hand, finds
the president not so capricious as often painted in his decision to
support unconditional surrender as the basic Allied war aim.
The decision, he says, was not made on the spur of the moment at
the Casablanca press conference of 24 January 1943 but was
"preceded by discussion." Even though he may have acted on
impulse in selecting that particular moment to make the
announcement, "the record shows plainly that the idea of doing
so had been in his mind for some time."7 All these interpretations
of Roosevelt's actions are not necessarily incompatible; they
simply illustrate the many facets of his wartime leadership and
the ways in which historians look at them.

Even in very narrow fields of historical study it is now almost
impossible to roam through all the available literature in pursuit
of your objectives. As far back as 1879, in delivering his
inaugural address to the Military Service Institution of the
United States, Maj. Gen. John M. Schofield alluded to the
information explosion which has continually complicated the
labor of the military student.8 The proliferation of literature has
increased many times since General Schofield made his obser-

0. Charles A. Beard. President Roosevelt and the Coming of the War. 1941: A Study in Appearances and
Realities (New Haven: Yale Univ. Press. 19481. p. 598. Maurice Matloff, "The American Approach to War.
1919-1945." in The Theory and Practice of War, ad. Michael Howard (New York: Praeager. 1968). p. 236.

7. James MacGregor Burns. Roosevelt: The Lion and the Fox (New York: Harcourt. Brace and World,
19561, pp. 459-64. Herbert Feis, Churchill. Roosevelt, Stalin: The War They Waged and the Peace They
Sought (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton Univ. Press. 1957), pp. 109-10.

8. journal of the Military Service Institution of the United States 1 11880):B.
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vation. It may be necessary to revise your questions and your
reading program periodically, both to meet your needs, which
certainly may change, and to accomodate the new literature in
your field of interest.

The best way to keep your program current is to consult some
of the many scholarly historical periodicals such as the
American Historical Review, the Journal of Modern History, and
the Journal of American History.9 There are also specialized
periodicals such as Choice and Perspective that are devoted
almost entirely to short reviews of the most recent publications.
Many weekly newspapers carry book reviews. The New York
Times provides the Sunday reader with a large selection of
reviews and the Times Literary Supplement (London-
frequently called the TLS) even reviews scholarly foreign-
language books. There are scores of magazines such as American
History Illustrated and History Today (Great Britain) that you
can scan to keep current. Foreign Affairs has a handy list of
available documents and monographs on a variety of subjects in
addition to the useful book review section. The Superintendent
of Documents in Washington, D.C., can provide a list of
publications available from the U.S. Government Printing
Office. It is apparent that the many references available to
update your reading program may in themselves be something of
an obstacle; you cannot consult all of them.

The Mechanics of Study

Although it is more difficult to describe the mechanics of
successful study than to raise questions, there are simple ways
of organizing an approach to studying some of the fundamental
questions. Ten years ago cadets at t '- U.S. Military Academy
were taught to organize their study of military history around
the ubiquitous "principles of war." Many decades of teaching
practices had led to that method. A broader concept of military
history now forms the basis of study at West Point; cadets
organize their inquiries by the device known as the threads of
continuity. The ten "threads" presently in use are as follows:

Military theory and doctrine-ideas about war; a generally
accepted body of ideas and practices that governs an army's
organization, training, and fighting

0. For a list of the main scholarly historicnl Journals, ee Appendix B. Practically all these journals devote
space to book reviews.
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Military professionalism-an attitude or state of mind
distinguishing the expert from the amateur. The military
professional is an expert in the management of violence and is
characterized by his sense of responsibility to his men and to the
state.

Generalship-the art of command at high levels. Generalship
includes both leadership and management (but neither word is a
synonym) and many diverse functions involving preparation for
combat, supervision during combat, and administration and
maintenance of combat strength.

Strategy-the preparation for war and the waging of war;
getting to the battlefield as opposed to action on the battlefield.
Strategy is a changing concept now generally divided into
national (or grand) strategy and military strategy (a component
of national strategy).

Tactics-the preparation for combat and the actual conduct of
combat on the battlefield

Logistics and Administration-defines the relationship be-
tween the state's economic capacity and its ability to support
military forces

Technology-in a military sense, the application of science to
war. Technology includes not only new ideas, techniques, and
equipment but also their application.

Political factors-those characteristic elements or actions of
governments affecting warfare

Social factors-those elements affecting warfare that result
from human relationships

Economic factors-those elements affecting warfare that
result from the production, distribution, and consumption of the
resources of the state

Portraying history as a "seamless web" or a "tapestry of man's
past" with the woven strands representing the major themes is a
commonplace.o The threads of continuity have no inherent
worth; they function merely as ways to get at information or as
that lens used by Liddell Hart to place events in perspective. By
examining a portion of the changing nature of war or warfare, for
example tactics, over a specific period of time such as 1850 to
1950, one can expect to gain a deeper understanding of the nature
of the whole. The ten threads of continuity are not necessarily
definitive or final, but they are a useful means of organizing the
study of military history.

10. See the comments of Bruce Mazlish, general editor of the Macmillan series, Main Themes in European
History, in the foreword to Heinz Luzbasz, The Development of the Modern State (New York: Macmillan,
1964). p. v.
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By the same token, the principles of war still have some utility,
but now as part of the military theory and doctrine thread of
continuity. Since the purpose of our study of military history is
not to search out examples of the valid application of the
principles of war and demonstrate that failure generally
stemmed from ignorance of or unwillingness to abide by them,
we can restore the principles to their proper historical position.
Principles of one sort or another have been alluded to by most
theorists and successful commanders. There must be some rules,
however general, that will allow man to cope with war. Or so
thought General J. F. C. Fuller when, from his study of Napole-
onic warfare, he constructed the list of principles of war Ameri-
can soldiers now generally recognize. Rear Adm. Joseph C. Wylie
describes the principles as "an attempt to rationalize and
categorize common sense." As long as a "principle of war"
remains a tool and does not become a maxim to be demonstrated
as immutable the student can proceed with confidence. Neither
the threads of continuity nor the principles of war-or any
conceptual device for that matter-can substitute for an
intelligent and discriminating search to gain understanding of
the past."'

Somewhere in your study you will want to assess the
strengths and weaknesses of a particular military system, the
wisdom of a particular strategic decision, or the generalship in a
particular campaign, in short to render critical judgment on mil-
itary history. Military men are trained to do just that, to solve
problems by rational analysis and then choose the best course of
action. It is through this process that they use history in
formulating doctrine. But recognize that there is a difference
between the military historian and the military critic, as the
noted German military historian, Hans Delbriick, points out.
Ideally the historian is concerned with describing events as
accurately as possible in proper sequence and with cause and
effect relationships in those events, not with personal judgments
on the leading characters. The latter is the province of the
military critic. Delbriick made this distinction, Peter Paret
explains, not to "impute greater value to one or the other, but to

11. Jay Luvaas, The Education of An Army: British Military Thought, 1815-1940 [Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 1984), p. 338 (for a discussion of Fuller's ideas). Joseph C. Wylie, Military Strategy: A General
Theory of Power Control (New Brunswick. N.J.: Rutgers University Press, 1967), p. 21. For some other
thoughts on the utility of the principles of war see Cmdr. Bruce Kenner, Ill. "The Principles of War: A Thesis
for Change." U.S. Navel Institute Proceedings 93 (Nov. 19671:27-36; James A. Huston, "Re-examine the
Principles of War," Military Review 35 (Feb. 1956):30-38; and Maurice Matloff, gen. ed.,American Military
History [Washington: Government Printing Office, 1969). pp. 4-13.
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establish meaningful standards for both."2 And the distinction
is valid, even though Delbr~ick's own works reflect much
personal judgment, praise, and comdemnation, as do those of
many other noted military historians who double as critics.

Military men do need to prepare themselves to be critics and,
when called upon, to use judgment sharpened by historical study
in formulating Army doctrine. This preparation is clearly one of
the uses of military history. But for the student of history to
judge past activities and decisions by present standards or to
assign praise or condemnation to acts of leadership in combat
may result in distortion and injustice. "What is the object of
history?" asked Liddell Hart. And his reply to his own rhetorical
question was "quite simply, 'truth'."3 The student of military
history should first seek the truth and then base his critical
judgments upon it, recognizing that in the latter process he is
acting as military critic and not as military historian.

Because the pursuit of military history involves extensive
reading, it is worthwhile to cultivate good reading habits. There
are many good primers on the subject. How to Study History by
Norman F. Cantor and Richard I. Schneider is a good starting
point. The Modern Researcher, revised edition, by Jacques
Barzun and Henry F. Graff (New York: Harcourt, Brace, and
World, 1957), and Understanding History, second edition, by
Louis Gottschalk (New York: A. A. Knopf, 1969) are useful
introductions to the historical method. Helen j. Poulton's The
Historian's Handbook: A Descriptive Guide to Reference Works
is indispensable. B. H. Liddell Hart's Why Don't We Learn From
History? (London: Allen and Unwin, 1946) provides insight into
the method of one of the great modern strategic theorists. For a
provocative examination of the historical method in very
readable and entertaining style see 1. H. Hexter's The History
Primer.

Oliver L. Spaulding's advice on how to evaluate books on
military history, given in a lecture in 1922 and summarized in an
Army pamphlet, is still basically sound. Spaulding stressed the
value of book reviews and the use of title page, preface, index,
table of contents, and bibliography as clues to the coverage of
volumes, the credentials of their authors, and their value to the
prospective reader. "A systematic use of book reviews and of the
clues ... will lead to the discard of many books and will direct
the student's attention to the particular parts of those he wishes

12. Peter Perot. "Hans Delbrdck on Military Critics and Military Historians," Military Affairs 30 (Fan
1Le:149.

13. Uiddell Hart. Why Don't We Learn From History? p. 15.
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to study."'14 The ineffective way to read is to plunge in at the
beginning and not stop until you reach the objective which lies
near the index. There never is enough time to turn this method
into an efficient one, but the opposite-scanning the entire
work-is as ineffective. You must identify the significant parts
of the book and concentrate on detecting, then understanding,
the author's theses. Ask your own questions of the book, or no
relevant answers will be forthcoming. What the author is trying
to convince you of is not nearly so important as what his material
and point of view mean to you.

Where does one start with a reading program? Your interest
has undoubtedly been stimulated by reading newspapers and
magazines. For example, London Doily Express and New York
Daily News articles on Martin Bormann renewed public interest
in the final days of World War II when Berlin fell to the Soviet
Army. There is a great deal of published material on that subject,
as a quick check of the Reader's Guide to Periodical Literature,
the New York Times index, and any library's general card cata-
log will reveal. If you find Bormann interesting, you might select
the most recent article from the Reader's Guide. The documenta-
tion (footnotes, bibliography, text references) in the article will
lead to other sources.

After you have selected your book or article, read for the
author's thesis and mentally note his documentation. One way to
keep track of what you have read is to start a card file. Enter the
author's full name, complete title of the book, place of
publication, publisher, and date of publication near the top of the
card. Note the number of pages and comments on any unusual
features of the book such as particularly well-made maps.
Briefly summarize in a sentence or two the topic of the book and
the author's thesis. List your own impressions of the book with
respect to your areas of interest. If the author is not familiar to
you, make a biographical note. Finally, indicate where you
located the book and include the library call number. This
process sounds tedious, but it will pay off when you discover the
limitations of your memory. Identifying the author's thesis will
help in evaluating each piece you read.

Along with a framework for study, such as the threads of
continuity, and a method of keeping track of what you have read,
some suggestions regarding study techniques are in order.
Responsible criticism is one way of testing your grasp of the

14. DA Pamphlet 2-200, The Writing of American Military History: A Guide (Washington: Government
Printing Office, 1956), p. 17-18.
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material you study. As military critic you are taking that step
beyond merely understanding what happened and why it
happened; judgment and assessment of accomplishme its and
errors are useful to the man interested in sharpening his
perspective. Campaign and battle analysis can be conducted
mentally only or in a written essay. There are different ways of
organizing the analysis, some of which are familiar to any
student of warfare. The commander's estimate of the situation is
a good format. Ask then answer the questions: (1) who was
involved? (2) what happened? (3) when did it happen? (4) where
did it happen? (5) how did the action develop? (6) why did things
progress as they did? and (7) what was the significance of the
action? This will generally lead you systematically through the
action.

Another way of making a campaign analysis is the narrative
technique, which can be organized in the following fashion:

-Evaluation of the strategic situation (period of history; war;
international adversaries; principal events leading up to the
battle, campaign, or conflict analyzed)

-Review of the tactical setting (location; any terrain
advantages held by either antagonist; approximate force ratios;
types of forces if relevant; feasible courses of action available to
antagonist)

-List of other factors affecting the event (effects of terrain or
weather; special advantages or disadvantages possessed by
antagonists)

-Synopsis of the conduct of the event (opening moves; salient
features; outcome)

-Statement of the historical lessons provided by the event
-Assessment of the significance of the event
The following analysis of the battle of Gaugamela, in which

Alexander the Great defeated the Persian army in 331 B.C.,
illustrates the narrative format.

Strategic setting: Having secured the eastern Mediterranean
with the victory at Issus and the successful siege of Tyre,
Alexander marched his army eastward into the heart of the
Persian Empire. Darius III was drawn into a decisive battle at
Guagamela in the spring of 331 B.C.

Tactical setting: Darius placed his troops on a broad plain and
employed chariots with his infantry. Although the terrain
favored neither side, the more numerous Persians extended far
beyond the Macedonian flanks. Darius attacked forcing Alex-
ander to react. Expecting a Persian envelopment, Alexander had
deployed his army to refuse his flanks and to provide all around
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security. The main striking force was positioned to exploit any
gaps that might open in the advancing Persian front.

Other factors: Alexander had scouted the battlefield. The
Macedonians were rested; the Persians, perhaps less confident,
had remained awake through the night. Weather had no
significant effect on the battle. Darius apparently had planned to
attack all along the line with no provision to exploit weaknesses
in the Macedonian formation.

Conduct of the battle: The Persian army closed with a chariot
and cavalry charge. The Macedonians inclined to their right in
oblique order and, as the Persians followed, a gap opened near
the Persian left. Seizing the opportunity, Alexander drove a
wedge of Companion cavalry into the breech and dispersed the
Persian infantry. King Darius fled the battlefield close behind
them. The Persian cavalry had enveloped the Macedonian left,
but Alexander reinforced. The flight of the Persian infantry soon
spread to the cavalry and a general retreat began. Alexander
relentlessly pursued the remnants of the Persian force through
the night, effectively destroying Darius's army.

Lessons: Alexander calculated that the Persian formation
would break apart as it attacked and therefore was justified in
surrendering the tactical initiative by standing on the defensive.
Carefully weighing the terrain conditions, the experience of his
army, and the disparity in leadership, Alexander took a
calculated risk to offset the advantage in numbers enjoyed by the
Persians. The Macedonian commander regained the initiative at
the critical point in the battle and exploited the advantage he had
created.

Significance: The professional Macedonian army was equal to
the difficult task planned by its bold commander. Alexander's
decisive victory assured his conquest of the Persian Empire. The
Macedonian treasury was swelled with thousands of talents of
gold and the palace of Xerxes in Persepolis was burnt. Further
consolidation and expansion to India provided more territory to
be divided at Alexander's death in 323' B.C.The Persian threat to
the Hellenic world was eliminated.

Certainly not every analysis needs to be written. As you study
battles, campaigns and wars, thoughtful mental analyses will
deepen your understanding of cause and effect in war and will
provide a better appreciation of the role of chance or friction. As
a military critic you can probe the apparent errors made during
the event in order to render your considered judgment and to
identify those lessons that have meaning for you. Similarly, you
may identify actions that had a positive influence on the outcome
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of the event. General Sir Edward Bruce Hamley saw his writings
as enabling students to study military history "with the
confidence of one who does not grope and guess, but surveys and
judges."15

Analyses can also be organized around the critical decisions
made during the course of events under examination. The
important thing to remember in making a historical analysis is to
organize your investigative process in an orderly fashion and
then explore the subject in depth. Regardless of format, the
questions you ask yourself are of utmost value. Absorbing
information is not your goal, but it is an essential element of your
study. Understanding is a legitimate goal of historical study: it is
also a personal achievement which comes through hard work.
Although there is a need to be systematic, study should not
become an overburdening routine, a chore to be accomplished.
Seek diversity in your reading and avoid boredom.

Evaluating different versions of historical events and deci-
sions is one of the first hurdles you must clear in your reading.
People write books for definite reasons-to inform, to entertain,
to chastise, or even to precipitate a desired action by the reader.
The reader must evaluate the author's reliability, how well the
author supports his thesis with evidence and examples. In this
way he can determine whether the book is honestly drawn. As
Robin W. Winks observed, "the truth ought to matter. '16

Physical evidence can be found in places other than books; for
example, a Civil War battlefield still holds much information for
a student of that conflict. Most of us have made the "tourist
sweep" of our National Park Service battlefields, but it is a far
different experience to stand on the high ground one hundred
yards north of the Bloody Lane at Antietam and look back at the
muzzles of the Confederate battery in firing positions above the
lane. Lieutenant Thomas L. Livermore of the 5th New Hamp-
shire, which was in line as part of Maj. Gen. Israel Bush
Richardson's 1st Division, II U.S. Corps, observed, "in this road
there lay so many dead rebels that they formed a line which one
might have walked upon as far as I could see .... It was on this
ghastly flooring that we kneeled for the last struggle.17

15. Quoted by lay Luvaas in Education of an Army. p.140. For further information an Alexander's ware of
conquest see Chester C. Starr, A History of the Ancient World (New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1965). Chap.
19; 1. F. C. Fuller. The Generalship of Alexander the Great (New York: Minerva Press, 19686); F. E. Adcock.
The Greek and Macedonian Art of War (Berkeley: Univ. of Calif. Press, 1962): and .V C. Fuller, A Military
History of The Western World. 3 vole. (New York: Minerva Press. 1967), 1:140.

16. Robin W. Winks. ed., The Historian As Detective: Essayson Evidence (New York: Harper and Row.
19691, p. xiv.
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General John M. Schofield in 1899 saw the great object of
historical study as "to reduce the 'chances' of war to the
minimum; to bring it as nearly as possible within the domain of
exact science; ... to learn how to rapidly organize, equip,
discipline, and handle new troops, and then to judge correctly
what enterprises may be undertaken with a reasonable expecta-
tion of success."le Schofield concluded that the great value of
study of this sort was the cultivation of a habit of thought which
tempered hasty decisions and insured proper preliminary plans
essential to effective orders. Military history is normally not
utilitarian in a direct way. Eighteenth-century Austrian armies
were molded in the Prussian image without the understanding
that a Frederician system required a Frederick. Armies marched
into Belgium and France in 1914 expecting another short war of
maneuver culminating in a decisive battle as in 1870. The
realities of modern war and faulty strategy soon matured in the
trenches.

But if you approach the study of the past with an attitude of
growing wise forever rather than clever for the next time, there is
a use for history. In battle, as elsewhere, great courage should be
attended by 3ound intellect honed through study. The method
you develop must be tied to your conception of military history.
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Chapter 4

The Great
Military Historians
and Philosophers
Jay Luvaas

BY a curious paradox military history is one of the oldest and
most prominent fields of history, yet only recently has it ac-
quired respectability in the academic world. Indeed, in a very
real sense 'istory began as military history, for the frequent
wars in classical times provided a popular theme for the
historian no less than the poet. Herodotus gave Greek warfare an

epic quality in his work on the Persian wars, and Thucydides,
who has taught us most of what we know about the Peloponne-
sian wars-and has much to teach about problems that plague a
democracy at war in our times as well-is a military historian of
the first rank. One has only to think of Xenophon's Anabasis,
Caesar's Commentaries, and vast portions of Polybius and Livy
to appreciate the significance of military history to the ancients.
The literary style of many of these old books may lack the appeal
of a Bruce Catton or S. L. A. Marshall, but the authors of these
works were often surprisingly modern in their outlook. Their
motives, their fundamental assumptions about human nature
and war, their enlightening descriptions of the minutiae of
military life, and their analysis of problems that they faced can
make for fascinating reading.

Each generation, it is said, writes its own history, which
means simply that each generation is preoccupied with its own
problems and is inclined to read its own experiences into the
past. But the past, even the remote past, can also speak directly
to the present. In his delightfully unpretentious Pen and Sword
in Greece and Rome (1937), Col. Oliver L. Spaulding reminds us
that the ancient warrier didn't realize that he was an ancient
warrior; he thought of 'imself as a modern warrior, and as such
he has much of interest to tell us.

Dr. Luvaas (Ph.D., Duke) is Professor of History at Allegheny College. His
numerous publications include The Military Legacy of the Civil War. Frederick
the Great on the Art of War (translator and editor), and The Education of an
Army. He wrote this contribution while a visiting professor at the U.S. Military
Academy.
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Certainly this would be true of Thucydides, whose History of
the Peloponnesian War, written in the fifth centuryB.C., remains
one of the great works of history, military or otherwise. As an
Athenian general Thucydides was ideally qualified to describe
Greek tactics, siege operations, the construction of warships,
and even flame throwers. His treatment of Periclean strategy
was "so well and clearly detailed," a soldier in the eighteenth
century has stated, that the modern general could learn from it
how to frame his own plan of campaign.1

In addition to providing interesting details of weapons and
tactics, Thucydides explains much about human nature.
Describing the great plague, he gives not only the physical
symptoms of the disease but also the psychological damage to
the population of Athens. Citizens lost respect for their gods and
for the law, the two major restraints in Greek civilization. "Zeal,"
Thucydides observes on another occasion, "is always at its
height at the commencement of an undertaking," and apparently
it was true then, as it is of the political debates in our own day,
that "it is the habit of mankind to entrust to careless hope what
they long for, and to use sovereign reason to thrust aside what
they do not fancy." "The strength of an army lies in strict
discipline and undeviating obedience to its officers." "Self-
control is the chief element in self-respect, and self-respect is the
chief element in courage." "Peace is best secured by those who
use their strength justly, but whose attitude shows that they
have no intention of submitting to wrong." To these and many
similar aphorisms are added Thucydides' profound insights on
societies at war. In his day, as in ours, "society became divided
into camps in which no man trusted his fellow." An assembly
was persuaded to go to war to prevent a series of allies from
falling like dominoes; governments experienced delay, mistrust,
and difficulty in negotiating an end to conflict; democracies were
"very amenable to discipline while their fright lasted."2 In many
respects Thucydides is as relevant today as he was to the next
generation of Greeks.

The officer interested in tactics and leadership in the Greek
armies should become acquainted with Xenophon, whose
Anabasis (written about 375 B.C. ) relates the story of the march
of the Ten Thousand deep into Persia and back again into Greece.
This book is more than a record of incredible adventure; it is a
fascinating study in command, and the character sketch of Cyrus

1. Marshal de Puys gur, Art de lo Guerre, par principes et par regles (Paris, 1748), .36.

2. Thucydides. The History of the Peloponnesian War (New York: Dutton: 1935), pp, 88.90,243.266,390.
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would pass for suitable reading in any leadership laboratory.
The resourcefulness shown by Xenophon and the other Greek
commanders in bringing the army intact 1,700 miles through
hostile territory has inspired generals for centuries. In his
monumentalArt de la Guerre (The Art of War) published in 1748,
Puysdgur mentions the practical lessons Xenophon's book
contains for the eighteenth century, and a few years later British
General lames Wolfe confessed that the inspiration for a
maneuver of his light infantry came from Xenophon's descrip-
tion of a running battle with the Kurds in 401 B.C., when Greek
spearmen successfully negotiated a mountain range defended by
lightly armed troops.

Xenophon also wrote what probably is the most famous Greek
treatise on military theory and practice. In Cyropaedia he
described an imaginary war in which he gave free rein to his own
ideas on organization and administration, tactics and training,
weapons and armor. We learn, for example, why the Greeks
failed to develop an adequate supply system, which limited their
concept of strategy. Frequently they were subject to civil
discord, there was no such thing as a trained staff, and the
commander, lacking both maps and an accurate method of
determining time, found it impossible to coordinate the move-
ments of two or more detachments. 3

In battle the Spartan general usually kept his principal
officers-the equivalent of the modern battalion commanders-
close at hand in order to consult with them and issue his orders.
Once he had determined the best course of action, these officers
returned to their troops and passed the word down the chain of
command to the leaders of what today would be called
companies, platoons and sections. In the Greek phalanx each file
was a self-contained unit led by an officer in the front rank. Each
officer knew his men by name, which Xenophon assures us is
essential in motivating the common soldier. "Men who think that
their officer recognizes them are keener to be seen doing
something honorable and more desirous of avoiding disgrace."
No officer who could recognize his men "could go wrong."
Thanks to Xenophon the figures who comprise the phalanx
emerge as modern soldiers. They move, they must eat, they
generally respond to orders, they require discipline, and they
respond to motivation, and he explains carefully how these
things were done. "No one can be a good officer," he comments,

3. Xenophons imaginary "battle ofThyrmbrara' s skillfully analysed by]. K. Anderson. Military Theory
and Practice in the Age of Xenophon (Berkeley: Univ. of Calif. Press, 1970). pp. 165-91.
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"who does not undergo more than those he commands," and he
understood the eternal truth that Baron von Steuben later
demonstrated again at Valley Forge. "Willing obedience always
beats forced obedience." 4

For a comparable look at the Roman military system, the
student should start with The Histories of Polybius written in
the second century A.D. His treatment of the Punic Wars ranks
alongside the history of Thucydides. Convinced "there is no more
ready corrective for mankind than the understanding of the
past," this unusual Greek prisoner of war combined sound
historical research with the insights gained from his own
experience in politics and war. Few books have contributed so
much to our understanding of the past. His description of the
constitution of the Roman Republic had a direct influence upon
the framers of our own constitution, and his treatment of the
Roman military system influenced military thinkers nearly
twenty centuries later. Most of what we know about Scipio
Africanus and Hannibal, for instance, comes from Polybius, and
his treatment of organization and tactics was sufficiently
detailed to encourage a prominent French theorist in the
eighteenth centu v to write six volumes of commentary-
Folard's Histoire de Polybe . . avec un commentaire (1727-30).
This work in turn triggered a running fight between exponents of
the ordre profond (deep column) and the ordre mince (line). Was
depth to be the basic combat order, as it had been with the
Romans, or should infantry deploy into lines to take advantage
of firepower? In answering this question some eighteenth- and
nineteenth-century soldiers still looked to the Romans.

Polybius describes military operations in sufficient detail to
permit later historians to reconstruct the battles intelligently,
and sometimes with a practical purpose. Although we do not
know exactly where Hannibal's elephants crossed the Alps,
enough is known of his dispositions at Cannae to have inspired a
German general a little over seventy years ago. At the strategical
level, Count Alfred von Schlieffen devised a plan for enveloping
the French army employing the same principles that Hannibal
evidently followed in enveloping Varro's legions. Convinced that
Ger many must win a quick victory over France before the
Russians had time to concentrate overwhelming numbers for an
invasion of East Prussia, Schlieffen found his inspiration in the
first volume of Hans Delbriick's History of the Art of War (1900).

4. Robert D. Heinl. Dictionary of Mlitary and Nova) Quotalions (Annapolis: U.S. Nava) Institute. 1960).
p. 217.
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Delbriuck's account of Cannae suggested to Schlieffen's fertile
imagination the idea of a battle of annihilation through
envelopment. Later he developed his own doctrine in a series of
articles, many of which were later translated and published in a
work entitled Cannae (1913). The Schlieffen plan was the
ultimate result, and if it would be naive and misleading to claim
any sort of cause and effect relationship, we may at least point to
Schlieffen as an example of a strategist who discovered that the
classics remain instructive even in modern times.

The military student would expect to learn something from the
first of the Great Captains to write of his own campaigns, but
Julius Caesar's Commentaries is disappointing in this respect.
Whereas Thucydides and Polybius wrote for the enlightenment
of future generations, Caesar intended his book to serve a more
immediate purpose. He hoped to convince his fellow Romans not
only that he was a great general but also that his policies in Gaul
were less violent and rapacious than his political opponents
charged. For centuries his work has been useful in teaching
young boys Latin, but as for imparting anything of value to the
professional soldier we can believe Frederick the Great when he
claims that Caesar "scarcely teaches us anything."s

A more fruitful source for the student interested in problems of
command in Roman times is Onasander's monograph The
General (Strategicus). Written in the first century A.D., this
interesting treatise contains many pithy remarks upon general-
ship in all phases, from the selection of officers and staff to
specific formations to be used on the march and in battle.
Onasander deals with the use of terrain, matters of camp
hygiene, the value of drill, and the conferring of rewards.
Although he wrote primarily for other Roman soldiers, his
observations on the character, temperament, and training of a
good commander are so generally philosophical that many of
them are valid even today. Translations appeared in England,
Spain, France, and the states of Germany and Italy by the
sixteenth century. Marshal Maurice de Saxe, one of the foremost
commanders of the eighteenth century, testified "that he owed
his first conceptions of the conduct of a commander-in-chief to
Onasander," and Frederick the Great almost certainly was
familiar with the work. Captain Charles Guischardt, a member
of Frederick's military retinue, included a translation of The
General in his own Memoirs militaires sur les Grecs et les
Romains (1760), and Frederick's own Military Instructions

5. Jay Luvaas, trans. and ed.. Frederick the Great on the Art of War (New York: Free Press. 1966). p, 52.
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written a few years earlier resemble Onasander's treatise both in
subject matter and treatment, although this could be said of
much of the military literature that appeared in the eighteenth
century. Problems of command and control had not changed

much between the time of Onasander and Frederick, which
might help to explain why the cult of antiquity was common
among soldiers at the time of the Enlightenment. Indeed, on the
eve of World War II, Oliver L. Spaulding observed: "We can read
Onasander in the regulations of many countries, and hear him in
the lectures of many school commandants to their successive
classes."6

Of all the military works from antiquity, The Military
Institutions of the Romans by Vegetius is probably the best
known. Certainly over the centuries it has been the most
influential. Copies were carried by Charlemagne's commanders
and by at least two English kings in the Middle Ages, Henry I
and Richard the Lion Hearted. Even before the advent of printing
the book was translated into several vernacular languages, and
published editions appeared in Cologne, Paris, and Rome and in
England before the end of the fifteenth century. Vegetius
inspired Machiavelli and Saxe, both of whom borrowed heavily
from his description of Roman military institutions, and his
work was an important element in the theoretical education of
many later commanders. A well known Austrian general in the
Seven Years' War, the Prince de Ligne, wrote facetiously that
God had not inspired the legion, as Vegetius had claimed, but He
probably had inspired Vegetius.7

Vegetius made no such claim. His information came from a
careful and systematic reading of all the military works of
antiquity, and by making this collective wisdom available he
hoped to contribute to an improvement of the Roman army in his
own day, late in the fourth century A.D. Because he failed to
distinguish between the armies that won the Punic Wars, or
conquered under Caesar, or pacified the later Empire, Vegetius is
not a reliable source about the military institutions of the
Romans for any particular period in history. What he wrote
about the cavalry is more relevant to the Roman forces after the
battle of Adrianople (A.D. 378) than to the legions at the time of
Marius nearly five centuries earlier (106 B.C.). On the other hand
his description of Roman methods nf recruiting, training, and

6. Oliver L. Spaulding, Pen and Sword in Greece and Rome (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton Univ. Press. 1937).
p. g0.

7. Thomas R. Phillips. Roots of Strategy (Harrisburg: Military Service Publishing Co., 1940), p. 07.
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building discipline may well reflect practices that lasted for
several centuries. The modern reader will find that his maxims
have no time limit upon them at all: "Who wishes peace, let him
prepare for war." "What is necessary to be performed in the heat
of action should be constantly be practiced in the leisure of
peace." "Few men are born brave; many become so through
training and force of discipline." "Valor is superior to numbers."a
(This last idea, however, can be carried to excess, as many
Japanese commanders demonstrated in World War II.)

The wisdom of the ancient military writers finds ultimate
expression in Sun Tzu's Art of War. Introduced to the West only
in the late eighteenth century, this Chinese classic has attracted
wide attention in our own day, especially now that it has been
established that Sun Tzu "strongly influenced" Mao Tse-tung
and the recent doctrine of revolutionary warfare.9 The book is
surprisingly modern in outlook, perhaps due as much to Brig.
Gen. Samuel B. Griffith's translation as to the timeless quality of
Sun Tzu's thought, but it is rich in insight and loaded with
striking aphorisms. The book is probably as instructive, in a
general sense, today as when it was written nearly twenty-five
centuries ago.

The Middle Ages produced no military treatise to rival that of
Vegetius and the other Greek and Roman studies on war or Sun
Tzu. Even though military institutions formed the foundation for
political and social institutions and the eventual decline of
feudalism was directly influenced by military developments,
western Europe from the fourth to the fifteenth century offers no
military literature worthy of the name. The student will get a
much better feeling for warfare during this period by reading the
secondary works by John Beeler, Charles Oman or R. C. Smail
(see Chapter 5) than by clawing his way through some medieval
chronicle. "Nothing is to be learned" from all of the medieval
wars, declared Frederick the Great contemptuously. And in his
erudite treatise on the art of war, Puys~gur jumped from
Vegetius to Montecuccoli, an Imperial general of the late
seventeenth century.

Like the gentler and more cultured arts, the art of war was
transformed during the Renaissance. The French army of
Charles VIII that invaded the Italian states in 1494 was medieval
in its organization, equipment, tactics, and above all in its
outlook, but by the end of the Italian wars some thirty-five years

8. Ibid., p. 71; Spaulding. Pen and Sword in Greece and Rome, p. 101.

9. Samuel H. Griffith's Introduction to The Art of War, by Sun Tzu (New York: Oxford Univ. Press. 1963),
pp. 45-56.
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later kings were served by trained standing armies, firearms had
become as common among infantry as the pike, cavalry had
diminished both in relative numbers and in importance, and
artillery had forced changes in fortifications. As the pilgrim still
journeyed to Rome and the apprentice painter to Florence,
military engineers from northern Europe now visited Italy to
learn the latest developments in their profession. The increased
importance of fortifications can be seen in the writings of
Niccolo Machiavelli (1469-1527), who in 1513 claimed that a
ruler with a strong army had no need for fortresses; yet seven
years later Machiavelli considered it necessary to devote an
entire book in his Art of War to the subject.

Machiavelli's treatise on war is the first modern military
classic. Like the typical humanist in his day, Machiavelli looked
to the classics for inspiration and most of his ideas on training,
tactics, organization, and command are little more than attempts
to adapt practices described by Livy, Polybius, and Vegetius to
conditions prevailing in the fifteenth century. Looking over his
shoulder at the Romans, it is scarcely surprising that he failed to
appreciate the importance of firearms, nor was he any better
than Vegetius in distinguishing between the military institu-
tions of Republican and Imperial Rome. Machiavelli therefore is
not a particularly good source for the military practices of either
the Romans or their Italian descendants.

His unique contribution is his recognition that war is
essentially a branch of politics and that armies normally reflect
the qualities of their respective societies. Convinced that he lived
in a decadent age, compared with the Roman Republic,
Machiavelli called for a citizen army to replace the mercenary
forces hired by most Italian princes. He considered citizens more
reliable politically and more efficient in tactics and also hoped
that a citizen army might become an instrument for restoring
civic virtues lost to society. Already in The Prince he had urged
his patron to discard the undisciplined and unreliable mercenary
armies in favor of a militia. In The Discourses he wrote at length
upon the citizen soldier of Republican Rome. The Art of War
reveals his plan for a citizen army that would infuse the other
citizens with virtu, that hard to define characteristic of the good
soldier embracing such qualities as courage, discipline, loyalty,
obedience, and self-sacrifice.

This is an intriguing theory, particularly coming from a man
whose political maxims have been distorted by oversimplifica-
tion into a philosophy of "might makes right," and "the end
justifies the means." Instead of viewing the soldier and the
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civilian as two separate and distinct individuals, often with
conflicting aims, Machiavelli saw them as two sides of the same
man. The soldier served the citizen, but each citizen was at some
time a soldier. This argument that the army can serve as the
school of the nation resurfaced in the nineteenth century, when
advocates of the nation in arms used it to justify universal
military service.

Machiavelli should be consulted, therefore, for the insights he
can provide on war as one of the collective activities of mankind.
It is not necessary to accept his theory that military power is the
foundation of civil society to appreciate the relationships he
established between war and politics three centuries before
Clausewitz blazed a new path in military literature by
discussing war as an instrument of policy.

Not until the French Revolution, in fact, did other military
writers dwell on the reciprocal action of political and military
institutions, although the idea is implici" the reforms
suggested in Saxe's Reveries (1757) and is the .of departure
for Jacques Guibert in his General Essay on iactics (1775).
Probably the most profound military writer of the eighteenth
century, Guibert began his study with an account of the ways in
which the character of a people and the nature of their
government influenced tactics. No significant improvement in
armies was possible, he contended, until there first occurred
some fundamental changes in society. But let there "spring up a
vigorous people, with genius, power, and a happy form of
government," a people with virtue in a state where the subjects
are citizens, "where they cherish and revere government, where
they are fond of glory, where they are not intimidated at the idea
of toiling for the general good," and armies would become
invincible.lO The army of Guibert's dreams did in fact materialize
fifteen years later as a result of the French Revolution.

Nearly all of the military books written between the time of
Machiavelli and Guibert belong to the realm of theory, although
authors usually did not bother to distinguish between military
history and theory. Saxe and Guibert drew heavily upon history
in formulating their theories; Frederick wrote history for the
purpose of instructing his successors just as he wrote military
theory for the purpose of instructing his generals. And General
Henry Lloyd, an Englishman who fought for the Austrians
against Frederick, in his History of the Late War in Germany
(1766-81) was concerned as much with examining the art of war

10. Comte de Guibert. A General Essay on Tactics... (London. 17811, Vol. I, pp. vii-viii; xxii-xxv. Ixvii.
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as narrating the facts of battles and campaigns. Those who
endeavored to write military history and ignore theory had so
little to say that Guibert once wrote of historians: "I see nothing
in respect to military events that can be relied on but the names
of Generals and the dates of battles."11

On the other hand, the use of the word theory in describing the
military literature of the eighteenth century is somewhat
misleading. The Chevalier de Folard created his system of tactics
from a study of the classics, while another well known military
writer, Mesnil-Durand, reduced tactics to a series of mathemati-
cal formulas. But most of the so-called theorists were merely
practical soldiers trying to record their knowledge, acquired
largely through extensive personal experience, for the benefit of
younger officers. They described in detail their camps and
sieges; they specified the correct practices to follow in surprising
enemy posts and convoys; they explained the problems often
encountered in skirmishes and ambuscades; and they discussed
the various methods to be employed in conducting marches to
and from cantonments, flank marches, or retreats. Above all they
were concerned with practical matters in tactics and organiza-
tion. Strategy as we use the term did not attract much attention.

The reasons for this neglect of strategy are varied. The word
itself had not yet been coined, and when military writers turned
their thoughts from the mechanical movement of bodies of troops
to that "higher art" of generalship known to later generations as
strategy, the term they used was "plan of campaign." And here,
instead of establishing any theoretical framework or body of
knowledge, they treated each "plan" as a unique project that had
to be shaped according to a particular enemy, the terrain, the
nature of the war, and the rivers and fortified cities serving as
obstacles or as lines of communication and depots. In each
instance, just as in the deployment of armies for battle, rules
decreed by experience had to be followed-effective ways to
defend a river line, established methods of determining the order
of march, basic problems to consider when establishing camps,
and so forth. There were general rules for offensive and
defensive warfare, for the use of detachments, and for precau-
tions to avoid being caught by surprise. Frederick even listed
fourteen measures to prevent desertion, perhaps the most
consuming concern of an Army commander before the French
Revolution transformed subjects into citizens with a cause.

11. Ibid.. p. 5.
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There is, however, no body of theoretical knowledge about
strategy in these eighteenth-century treatises; for that it would
be necessary to imitate Jomini and study the actual campaigns.
Puysdgur and Frederick were typical of their day when they
resorted to hypothetical situations to communicate their
thoughts on strategy, one describing the measures to be taken in
a theater bounded by the Seine and the Loire and the other
depicting imaginary wars against the French and the Austrians.
Frederick in fact wrote his History of the Seven Years' War in
1763 primarily to "leave an authentic record of the advantageous
[military] situations as they occurred in the provinces.., where
war was made." He hoped that his successors in the next war
with Austria (and he always assumed that there would be
another) would benefit from his experiences. "All positions, all
camps, all marches are known and made. It is only a question of
using them correctly and playing everything to its advantage."1z

It follows, then, that most eighteenth-century treatises,
reflecting then current military practices as well as useful
"lessons" gleaned from recent campaigns, will provide the
modern reader with a clearer insight into the spirit and nature of
eighteenth-century warfare than he might hope to gain from the
average secondary account of sopie war or battle. Indeed, this
literature should be approached solely with this purpose in
mind, for Frederick and his contemporaries were far too
pragmatic to worry about formulating maxims that would apply
for all time. Occasionally they did glimpse some eternal
principle, but this has been true of every military writer of
substance since Sun Tzu. One should read Frederick, Saxe, and
Guibert for what they tell us of military problems in their own
day, for that was their persistent purpose in writing. If their
observations provoke reflection upon some similar problem
today, this merely proves the wisdom of Emerson's observation a
century ago: "Tis the good reader that makes the good book."13

Among the military writers of the eighteenth century, Vauban
and Frederick the Great stand out because of their practical
accomplishments. Vauban designed over one hundred great
fortresses and harbor installations and conducted nearly fifty
sieges, establishing in the process the basic rules that came to
dominate strategy in the "war of positions" until the day of
Napoleon. And* Frederick, easily the foremost field commander
of his age, represents the apogee of the military art as it was
practiced before Napoleon.

12. Frederick the Great on the Art of War. pp. 48-49.
13. The Complete Works of Roph Waldo Emerson, 12 vols. (Boston, 19301, 7:296.
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Saxe's Reveries, on the other hand, are a refreshing curiosity.
Although his ideas for improving military efficiency did carry
considerable weight with nineteenth-century reformers, his
influence upon Napoleon is often exaggerated. "Among many
extremely mediocre matters" in Saxe's Reveries, Napoleon did
find "some good ideas" on ways to make the enemy pay for the
French war effort. 14 Guibert, who has properly been called a
military philosopher, is well worth reading, but the only English
edition was published late in the eighteenth century. Unless the
student has access to a good rare book collection or possesses a
reading knowledge of French, he is not likely to become
acquainted at first hand with the most important'of all military
writers of eighteenth-century France.

Fortunately Vauban's Manual of Siegecraft and Fortification
is available, the most recent translation being in 1968; this major
work contains his formula for the attack and defense of fortified
cities. Perhaps, in order fully to appreciate Vauban's contribu-
tion, one should also read Eugene Viollet-le-Duc's Annals of a
Fortress (1876), which traces the evolution of fortification to
1870 by describing in detail seven sieges representative of the
successive stages. A casual visit to any fort constructed in this
country before the Civil War, when the introduction of heavy
rifled artillery made the existing system of coastal defense
obsolete, will reveal the debt that our own military engineers
have owed to Vauban. And aerial photographs of German
defenses on the western front in 1916 demonstrate the applica-
tion of Vauban's principles even in our own century: The
bastions and curtains were made of barbed wire rather than
brick or stone, but the trace (ground plan)-and the principle-
remained the same.

This is true also of siege warfare. A hundred years after the
death of Vauban, sieges were being conducted in the Spanish
peninsula exactly as he prescribed, and a glance at any military
map of the siege of Sevastopol in 1854-55, the approaches to
Battery Wagner in Charleston Harbor in 1863, or the works
thrown up by the Japanese at Port Arthur in 1904, will reveal
that Vauban's principles were still applicable in the modern era.
His Manual should be read therefore not only for the light it
throws upon military operations in the eighteenth century but
also because of his persistent influence upon fortification and
siegecraft.

Vauban's influence is also evident in the writings of Frederick

14. Lt. Col. Ernest Picard. Prec ptes et jugernents de Napoleon (Paris: Berger-Levrault. 1913). pp. 545-56.
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the Great, who applied these same rules of siegecraft to tactics
and strategy in the field. To Frederick the attack in battle was
similar to the attack against a modern fortress:

Anyone in a siege thinks of beginning not with the third parallel, but
with the first. Provision depots are laid out and all the works that are
pushed forward must be supported by those in the rear. Similarly, in
battles, the only good dispositions are those that provide mutual
support, where a corps of troops never is risked all alone but is
constantly supported by the others., s

Frederick would treat strategy in the same way, advancing
methodically with a river, a mountain chain, or a line of
fortresses serving the same purpose as Vauban's parallels, each
sure step bringing his army closer to the object of his plan of
campaign, which he compared to the breach in the enemy's walls.
Above all, Frederick contended, avoid making a deep penetration
into enemy territory with an army or even with a detachment-to
do so is as fatal as to rush an enemy fortress without first laying
siege to the place, establishing parallels to bring the guns close
enough to blast a breach in the fortress walls, and moving troops
forward in relative safety to a point from which they can rush the
breach.

Frederick is best known for his Military Instructions, which he
wrote early in his military career, before the close of the Silesian
Wars (1740-45). His mature thoughts are to be found only in a
recent translation of selected writings from his collected works
entitled Frederick the Great on the Art of War (1966). Here we
find Frederick's views on mobility, discipline and firepower, his
peacetime experiments with new tactical forms and maneuvers,
his penetrating analysis in 1759 of the changing Austrian
methods of waging war, and his belated recognition of the new
role of artillery and the growing importance of intrenched camps
in what is probably his most significant work, "Elements of
Castrametation and Tactics" (1770).16

Frederick wrote more to clarify his own thoughts than to
contribute ideas to ours, and he never presented his ideas in a
unified system. Nevertheless his views are essential to any
understanding of eighteenth-century warfare, and none of the
others Napoleon considered Great Captains-Alexander, Hanni-
bal, Caesar, Gustavus Adolphus, Prince Eugene, or even
Turenne-has enabled us to share his thoughts and the motives

15. Frederick the Great on the Art of War. p. 312.

M6. Ibid., pp. 276-305, for the most significant portions of this essay.
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underlying his actions. Napoleon himself never wrote fully on
the subject of war. Although the thirty-two volumes of his
published Correspondance contain a wealth of information on
tactics, strategy, organization, logistics, command, and the
military occupation of conquered territories, Napoleon's
thoughts on these subjects are generally expressed with some
specific situation in mind.

In contrast, The Military Maxims of Napoleon 17 is nothing
more than a collection of random thoughts expressed by
Napoleon at St. Helena (1815-21) and compiled by an admiring
general. We do not know the basis for General Burnod's
selections, whether he chose passages that seemed to him an
honest reflection of Napoleon's views or whether he selected
those maxims-some of them out of context-that he thought
would have lasting value. In any event the Military Maxims
represent Napoleon's final thoughts rather than his reactions to
military situations as he confronted them over a period of twenty
years. If read on the heels of Frederick's Military Instructions,
which appeared near the beginning of an even longer career, the
reader can easily exaggerate the differences between the two
generals. In many respects Napoleon's earlier thoughts on such
subjects as artillery represent a logical extension of Frederick's
last views on the subject.

Napoleon's Military Maxims were quickly translated into
German, English, Spanish, and Italian, and in one form or
another they p ---neated the formal education of most soldiers in
the nineteenth century. Stonewall Jackson always carried a copy
in the field. Others were introduced to Napoleon's maxims
through secondary works like Henry Halleck's Elements of
Military Art and Science (1846), P.L. MacDougall's Theory of
War (1856), Sir Edward Hamley's Operations of War (1866), and
a host of lesser b'ut similar works that attempted to recast the
great campaigns of history into a mold formed by the principles
of Napoleon and his worthy opponent, the Archduke Charles.

The most celebrated and influential student of Napoleon's
generalship was of course Baron Henri Jomini, who in rumerous
books endeavored to distill from Napoleon's campaigns the
essence of his tactical and particularly of his strategical
doctrine. Napoleon's greatness as a commander resulted above
all from his preeminence in the field of strategy, and it was not
until his day that military writers began to think in strategic

17. There have been many editions of the Maxims since this small book was first published in 1827: the
most readily available s probably that contained in Phillips, Roots of Strategy, pp. 407-41.
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terms. ]omini was the first to grasp the significance of
Napoleon's new methods and the principles underlying his
actions; indeed, it was Jomini who gave to the nineteenth century
a working definition of strategy. Originally the term was taken
to mean "the science of military movement beyond the visual
circle of the enemy, or out of cannon shot," but Jomini expanded
it to signify "the art of bringing the greatest part of the forces of
an army upon the important point of the theater of war, or of a
zone of operations,"18 and so it was understood by the generals
who guided the armies in the American Civil War and the
German wars for unification.

Indeed, Jomini commanded the field of military theory to such
an extent in the nineteenth century that no student of military
history can disregard either his ideas or influence. The claim that
our Civil War generals surged into battle with a sword in one
hand and a copy of lomini in the other is a naive but pardonable
exaggeration; whether or not most officers in 1861 were familiar
with the writings of Jomini, nearly all of them initially shared his
fundamental assumptions about tactics. Formal instruction in
military art and science at West Point had been based largely
upon the study of Napoleonic warfare as analyzed in the
writings of Jomini and his American pupils, and the ideal battle
in the mind of the average general in 1861 probably differed little
from the classic Napoleonic formula. The drill manuals in use at
that time prepared each arm for its role in the kind of battle
envisaged by Jomini, and it required several campaigns before
most Civil War tacticians could appreciate the fact that
American terrain, increased firepower, and a faulty organization
made it impossible to fight the kind of battle described so
enticingly in the pages of Jomini or Halleck.

The railroad, telegraph, and steamboat were similarly
destined to change the dimensions of lomini's strategy, but here
the transition was far less abrupt. Jomini would have been
delighted with Lee's generalship during the Seven De'ys' battles,
when the Confederate commander tried "to throw by strategic
movements the mass of his army upon the communications of the
enemy" (a cherished principi ' of Jomini), and where McClellan,
in changing his line of communications to Harrison's Landing,
had pulled off the type of maneuver Napoleon himself had
described as one of the most skillful of military maneuvers." 19

And surely he would have been delighted with Jackson's Valley

18. Baron de jomini. Summary of the Art of War (New York, 1864). p. 326.
19. Phillips, Roots of Strategy, p. 413.



74 A Guide to the Study and Use of Military History

campaign, in many respects an "instant replay" of Napoleon's
early campaigns in Italy when it came to the exploitation of
"interior lines."

But what sense could ]omini have made of Grant's unorthodox
movements before Vicksburg, when he deliberately disregarded
Jomini's one great principle: "To throw by strategic movements
the mass of an army. . upon the decisive points of a theater of
war, and also upon the communications of the enemy as much as
possible without compromising one's own."20 How would he
have reacted to Sherman's march through Georgia, or explained
away the fact that in 1862 and 1863 Lee occasionally had violated
lomini's principles and still had managed to win convincing
victories?.Granted that Jomini recognized that every maxim has
its exceptions, the fact remains that the battles of the Civil War
were won by generals who wrote their own rules.

And in 1866 the Prussian generals took further liberties with
Jomini's maxims. "Let history and principles go to the devil!" one
of them snorted when confronted by an unexpected situation a
few days before the crucial battle at Kdiniggrgtz. "After all, what
is the problem?"zI Moltke himself described strategy as
"common sense applied to the art of war," and his formula for
victory was simple: seek out and destroy the enemy army with
superior forces made available by mobilization of the nation's
manpower, meticulous peacetime planning, and the well-
developed German rail system. The military student may
understand Napoleon's campaigns after reading Jomini, but the
Swiss theorist could easily distort a person's view of the Civil
War and would be of no help whatever in explaining the
generalship of Moltke. For this the writings of Karl von
Clausewitz are more instructive.

jomini and Clausewitz are often contrasted and usually it is
Jomini who suffers by comparison. This is manifestly unfair, for
each wrote with a quite different purpose in mind and each has
contributed uniquely to our knowledge of war. Jomini's Art of
War is a systematic treatise on strategy; Clausewitz's On War is
essentially a philosophical inquiry into the phenomenon of mass
struggle. Jomini seeks to explain, Clausewitz to explore. You
could probably compare both of them to instructors you have
seen in the classroom. Jomini is the lecturer concerned with
explaining his material in well-organized, practical lessons.
Clausewitz, on the other hand, is the ivory-towered scholar

20. fomini and his Summary of the Art of War .... ed. 1. D. Hittle (Harrisburg: Military Services
Publishing Co.. 1947). p. 67.

21. Quoted in Marshal Ferdinand Foch, The Principles of War (London: H. K. Fly Co., 1918), p. 14.
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constantly wrestling with some challenging and perhaps
insoluble problem, in the classroom as well as in his book-lined
study. Jomini is popular for the tidy lectures he delivers year
after year (every fraternity has a set of his notes, often yellow
with age but still helpful in the course). Clausewitz is constantly
fumbling for his notes, never seems well-organized, and rarely if
ever completes his course because he is perpetually adding new
material. You can feel comfortable with lomini; Clausewitz will
remind you of your own inadequacies. You leave lomini
convinced that you have mastered "the course," but probably not
until you are an old grad will you appreciate the wisdom of the
old Prussian professor. Jomini seemed relevant at the time, but
as the years pass, and conditions change, and as your interests
and responsibilities grow, it is probably some passage from
Clausewitz that will march to your assistance when needed. For
Clausewitz did not look for any fixed laws or principles, and his
conclusions therefore were less exposed than the maxims of
lomini to the progressive totalitarianism of warfare and the
acceleration of technical invention in industrial society.

Clausewitz made a profound impression upon the Prussian
army. Contending that war properly belonged to the province of
chance rather than calculation, he convinced a generation of
Prussian generals that the overriding aim in war should be the
destruction of the enemy's armed forces and that this was best
achieved through the offensive, provided the army enjoyed the
edge in numbers and moral and intellectual forces. He did not
leave behind a rational system of maxims such as those
expounded by Jomini, but his penetrating insights into the
nature of modern war helped to educate the judgment of Moltke
and his disciples, and Moltke's doctrine as it was understood and
applied after 1871 was built upon the foundation laid originally
by Clausewitz.

This is not to say that Clausewitz was completely understood
even in his own army. German generals, generous always in the
lip service they paid to his theories, often tended to overlook, if
not deliberately overturn, his basic premise that war is an
instrument of policy. Moltke, for example, insisted that strategic
considerations should determine policy in time of war. And
Prince Kraft Hohenlohe, one of the most respected G,-
theorists in the late nineteenth century, insisted the' ,al
policy must go hand in hand with strategy, which places him
closer to Ludendorff than Clausewitz in this respect.

Even in the purely military sphere, the meditative ideas of
Clausewitz have served many interests over the years. For
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instance, convinced that "battle is the only argument in war,
therefore the only end that must be given to strategical
operations,"2 the future Marshal Foch responded to those
passages in Clausewitz that seemed to reflect his own beliefs. A
generation was convinced that the next war would be an
immense armed drama, beginning with the mobilization of vast
armies, their strategic deployment along the frontiers, and then a
rapid and sustained advance to those bloody acres where victory
would follow short, violent combat. Clausewitz did indeed
appear as the prophet if not the uncompromising advocate of
total war. It would be strange if he had not evoked this brutal
response.

But read On War with different assumptions in mind, read
Clausewitz for what light he can cast upon our recent experience
in Vietnam, and a quite different set of passages will snap to
attention: "The probable character and general shape of any war
should mainly be assessed in the light of political factors and
conditions." Clausewitz points to significant differences be-
tween wars: "Every age has its own kind of war, its own limiting
conditions and its own peculiar preconceptions,"23 and he has
something relevant to say about the peculiarities of war in our
time, the relationship between war and politics, even the
distinction between limited and total war. Like Machiavelli or
Plato, he can always reward the thoughtful reader although his
speculations, like theirs, are easily distorted.

After 1871 the military world was inundated with technical
and theoretical literature. New professional journals gave
soldiers everywhere an opportunity to air their views; new
military schools stimulated the study of war and gave direction
to doctrine; revised tactical manuals tried in vain to keep pace
with technological change; and even military history became the
captive of historical sections of the various general staffs or else
served as a vehicle to prove the validity of some particular point
of view. The unwary reader who picks up a campaign history
written anytime between 1871 and 1914 would do well to
remember Bronsart von Scheliendorf's observation, "It is well
known that military history, when superficially studied, will
furnish arguments in support of any theory or opinion.Z4

22. ibid., p. 43.
23. Karl von Clausewitz, On War, ad. and trans. Michael Howard and Peter Paret (Princeton, N.J.:

Princeton Univ. Press, 1976). pp. 593, 607.

24. Quoted in Prince Kraft Hohenlohe, Letters on Artillery (London: E. Stanford, 18601, p. 108.
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Most of this literature was inspired by some recent develop-
ment or problem and can safely be set aside by today's soldier
without any sense of loss. A few titles, however, are worth
remembering for the comprehensive insights they continue to
give into the military thoughts and institutions that dominated
the period. lean Colin's Transformation of War (1912), for
example, remains indispensable for understanding the evolution
of warfare since Napoleon. Sir Frederick Maurice's essay "War"
(1991), which he wrote originally for the Encyclopaedia
Britannica, contains a useful annotated bibliography of the best
of the military literature produced in the nineteenth century.
Spencer Wilkinson, The Brain of an Army (1890), is a gem that
remains the best source for the ways in which the German
General Staff functioned under Moltke. Elihu Root, the Ameri-
can Secretary of War who was instrumental in founding our own
Army War College and the general staff, has acknowledged his
indebtedness to this unusual book. Anything by G.F.R.
Henderson will repay reading. Henderson excelled both as
historian and military critic. He used history to stimulate
independent thought rather than to illustrate conventional
views, and he wrote with unusual sensitivity and imagination.
The Science of War (1905) is probably still the most original and
provocative book on the development of tactics during the
Napoleonic wars, the Civil War, the German wars for unifica-
tion, and the South African war, while Stonewall Jackson and
the American Civil War (1898) remains a military classic,
embodying Henderson's own views on tactics and command and
representing a novel approach to the study of strategy.

Probably the most complete tactical studies are Arthur
Wagner's Organization and Tactics (1895) and William Balck's
Tactics (1897-1903). The latter is a useful compilation of tactical
thought and practice in the major armies of Europe, and
illustrates the hold that the Prussian campaigns against Austria
and France had upon soldiers thirty years later. Prince Kraft zu
Hohenlohe-Ingelfingen's popular Letters on Artillery (1890),
Letters on Cavalry (1889), and Letters on Infantry (1892), are
more original and less technical essays on the performances of
the three arms in the German wars for unification. Useful
summaries can also be found in E. M. Lloyd, A Review of the
History of Infantry (1908), George T. Denison, A History of
Cavalry (1913) and A. F. Becke,An Introduction to the History of
Tactics, 1740-1905 (1909).

In the field of military history, in contrast to the theoretical
and technical literature, Hans Delbrick's History of the Art of
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War (1900-1920) still stands in the front rank. The first volume
was published appropriately in 1900, for Delbruck's work is at
once a synthesis of the best military and historical literature of
the nineteenth century and a bold first step in the direction of a
more sophisticated and scholarly brand of military history.

Delbriick shared Clausewitz's interest in the relationship
between war and politics, and indeed in many respects his
research on the links between the state and tactics and strategy
from the time of the Greeks until Frederick and Napoleon tend to
confirm the more selective observations of Clausewitz. He did
not, however, agree with what the enthusiastic disciples of
Clausewitz were writing about the total nature of modern
warfare. Whereas most professional soldiers, at least on the
continent, were advocating a strategy of annihilation by the end
of the century (and distorting much of what Clausewitz had to
say in the process), Delbriick advocated what he called a
strategy of exhaustion. For his study of the campaigns of
Pericles, Belisarius, Wallenstein, Gustavus Adolphus and
Frederick the Great revealed that battle was not necessarily the
only pay off in war: It was but one of several means to the end,
that being the achievement of the political objectives of the war.
Great commanders like Alexander, Caesar, and Napoleon had
aimed at the complete military subjection of the enemy, and most
soldiers in Delbrilck's day were similarly committed to the
doctrine that the enemy army was the main object of strategy
and that there was no alternative to the decisive battle. Delbrfick
outraged conventional military opinion by constantly pointing
to campaigns and wars where the destruction of a detachment,
skillful maneuver, and a successful blockade or siege were
likewise effective in bringing a war to a successful conclusion.

The reader today will not be so much interested in Delbrick's
debates with the German General Staff over strategies of
exhaustion and of annihilation as in Delbriick's unusual
approach to the study of military history. What he can best learn
from Delbriick is that military history is but one of many
branches in history: It has the same values, the same shortcom-
ings, and to be understood properly it must be studied in much
the same way. Delbriick maintained that the value of military
history was enhanced when it was treated as but one of many
branches of history that "flow together ... and cross-fertilize
one another,"25 which probably explains why he was the first to

25. Hans Delbrlck, Geschichte der Kriegskunst im Rahmen der politischen Geschichte, 4 vols. (Berlin,
1900-1920). Col. Walter 1. Renfroe of the Military Academy has recently completed his excellent translation
of the first volume with the others to follow: History of the Art of War Within the Framework of Politico)
History (Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press. 1975), quotation from p. 11.
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establish military history as a respectable academic discipline.
The reader will also benefit from Delbriick's methodology, for

by combining meticulous research with the practical military
knowledge of his own day he demolished many of the legends
that survived antiquity. Thus when Herodotus claimed that the
Athenians charged into the Persians at Marathon after running
for some 1,500 meters, Delbrick consulted his own experience as
a reserve officer and the most recent pamphlets on military
training and tactics before stating this to be a physical
impossibility. A large unit in his own day could cover at most 150
meters at a run during maneuvers (Prussian regulations in fact
permitted the soldier with all field equipment to run for only two
minutes, or 350 meters). From his study of Greek society he knew
that the Athenian army comprised men of fifty as well as youths
in their prime, and personal experience taught him that a closed
mass (the Greek phalanx) runs with much more difficulty than
an individual. Finally, an incident in the 1864 war between
Prussia and Denmark provided a useful example of what can
happen when a body of troops enters hand to hand combat after a
forced run of 400 paces. He rejected therefore the version of
Herodotus, and a personal study of the terrain enabled him to
revise the traditional version so that it might make more sense to
the modern soldier.

He similarly used his knowledge of demography and of
Persian and Greek society to demonstrate that instead of being
outnumbered six to one, the Athenians probably fought the
battle with something approaching even odds. Only then, he
contended, do the tactical decisions of both commanders make
the slightest sense. Delbriick's method enabled him to reject the
story that ten years later the Persians returned with an army of
4,200,000 men! Instead of merely scaling down the numbers to a
more reasonable figure, which most modern historians have
done, Delbriick shows why this too was an absolute impossibili-
ty:

An army corps of 30,000 covers, in the German march order, some 14
miles, without its supply train. The march column of the Persians would
therefore have been 2,000 miles long, and when the head of the column
was arriving before Thermopylae, the end of the column might have been
just marching out ... on the far side of the Tigris.26

In this manner Delbrick worked his way through 2,300 years of
military history, providing fresh insights on familiar campaigns

26. Ibid.. p. 35.
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and leaving behind a work that is as valuable today as when it
was first written.

No survey of military literature can ignore Adm. Alfred
Thayer Mahan, who approached the past with an entirely
different point of view than Delbruck. Mahan treated the history
of sea power as "largely a military history," and he searched the
period from 1660 to 1815 for "inferences applicable to one's own
country and service." Jomini provided his methodology, al-
though he was a far better historian than the Swiss pundit.
Mahan's principles of naval strategy are comparable to Jomini's
maxims for land warfare; both believed that "the organized
forces of the enemy are ever the chief objective," and Mahan
shared Jomini's faith in the validity of unchanging principles.
"The battles of the past," he claimed, "succeeded or failed
according as they were fought in conformity with the principles
of war."27

Because Mahan wrote didactic history, it really makes little
difference which of his books on the influence of sea power one
reads: The lessons will be the same. The Influence of Sea Power
Upon History, 1660-1783, which appeared in 1890, and its
sequels dealing with the wars of the French Revolution,
Napoleon, and the war of 1812, had a profound influence upon
both naval theory and history. Mahan constantly applied his
principles to contemporary military and commercial control of
the seas. Because he made the past speak to the present in
meaningful terms, his theories became immensely popular not
only in the United States, then emerging as a major naval and
colonial power, but also in Germany and England, where there
was an intense interest in naval power. No American military
writer-and few American authors in any field-can match his
international reputation. Mahan found naval history "a record of
battles, and left it as a subject that was intimately connected
with foreign policy and the general history of the nation state."2

Works devoted to strategy before 1914 are disappointing and
surprisingly lacking in originality. In The Development of
Strategical Science During the 19th Century (1904), Rudolf von
Caemmerer traces the influence of Clausewitz, ]omini and
Moltke but deadens the interest of the student in the process.
After 1871 strategy became pragmatic and nationalized as most
writers turned away from the purely theoretical and focussed
attention upon specific problems that their respective military

27. A.T. Mahan, The Influence of Sea Power Upon History 1660-1783 (Boston: Little. Brown. 1890, pp. 1.
9, 83.

28. D. M. Schurman, The Education of a Navy: The Development of Britieh Naval Strategic Thought,
1667-1914 (Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press. 1965), p. 82.
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forces faced. Strategy also became increasingly dominated by
tactics, which is suggested by the title of one of General Jules
Lewal's treatises, Strategie de Combat (1895). According to
Lewal, familiar definitions seemed to have lost their meaning;
old rules could not be extended to cover the new conditions
created by the railroad, telegraph, mass army, and modern
weapons. "The unexpectancy of combat is inevitable, and in
view of this fact he who invokes the memory of the glorious
maneuvers that led to Marengo, Austerlitz and Jena is open to
censure.... Now one arrives on the ground and one fights there:
that is the war of the future."29 As the alliance structure and arms
race increased international tensions and limited the options of
strategy, the significant work in the field was inevitably directed
toward the elaborate plans produced in the operations sections
of the various general staffs. German strategic thought finally
came to rest in the much publicized Schlieffen plan, while the
spirit of the offensive that dominated French military thought by
the turn of the century found its ultimate expression in the ill-
fated Plan XVII.

There are some excellent studies of the soldier in modern
battle. In his famous Battle Studies (1880), Ardant du Picq
examined the Latin classics to gain fresh understanding of men
and morale in ancient combat, which he then applied to modern
battle. By the use of a questionnaire which he sent to many of his
fellow officers, he acquired much the same kind of data on the
behavior of soldiers in the Crimean War and the Italian War of
1859 that S. L. A. Marshall was later to glean from his extensive
after-action interviews in World War I, Korea, and Vietnam.

The infantryman of World War I is the subject of Lord Moran's
fascinating account of his medical experiences on the Western
Front, The Anatomy of Courage (1945). Easily overlooked, this
book should be required reading for all who would understand
what men went through in the trench war of 1914-18. More
recently John Baynes has investigated the morale of the front-
line soldier in a work entitled Morale: A Study of Men and
Courage (1967). Commencing with the 2d Battalion of the
Cameronians in 1914, he follows the men of his father's old unit
through the battle of Neuve Chapelle.

By far the most stimulating study of human behavior in battle
is John Keegan's The Face of Battle (1976]. This is not just
another book about battles. Keegan has re-created the fighting at
Agincourt (1415), Waterloo (1815), and the Somme (1916) to

29. 1.L. Lwal, Strategie de combat (Paris: Baudion, 18051, 1:3, 35; 2:189.
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demonstrate how soldiers have reacted to three sorts of
weapons, namely the sword and lance, the musket, and the
machine gun and poison gas. How did men in such varied
circumstances "control their fears, staunch their wounds, go to
their deaths"? Unlike the others, Keegan is not a professional
soldier nor has he seen combat, but he has made brilliant use of
his sources, and his approach will influence the thinking of any
serious scholar interested in battle.

Any soldier who takes his profession seriously will benefit
from these studies, for as Napoleon reminds us, "morale makes
up three quarters of the game." "Remember also," Admiral Far-
ragut advised his son, "that one of the requisite studies for an
officer is man," and General George S. Patton, Jr., wrote long
before his name became a household word, "wars may be fought
with weapons, but they are won by men."30

For the problems inherent in the mass army, the curious
student would be well advised to browse through General
Friedrich von Bernhardi's On War of To-day (1912). Written only
three years before the outbreak of war in 1914, this work gives
probably the best insight into the assumptions that guided
soldiers into the first battles. In two surprisingly readable
volumes, Bernhardi probes the secrets of modern war-the
relation of force to numbers, technical appliances, march
techniques, supplies and lines of communication, principles of
command, and the essential elements of superiority in war. His
discussion of military operations includes fortress warfare and
naval warfare. His mistakes are the mistakes of the generals who
fought the First World War, but it is always well to remind
ourselves that had the Germans won the first battle of the
Marne-and it was a near thing at that-military writers like
Bernhardi would probably be honored as prophets today.

World War I produced a flood of analytical literature, much of
it prophetic, about the nature and shape of wars to come. Giulio
Douhet, an Italian artillery officer who early developed a belief
in air power as the dominant factor in modern war, was such a
writer. Douhet was not alone in his observation that in a war of
attrition it is not so much armies as whole populations that
determine the outcome. Despite their military victories, the
Germans had eventually suffered a complete general collapse,
which could only have happened as the result of "a long and
onerous process of disintegration, moral and material, of an
essential nature-a process which came about almost independ-
ently of the purely military conduct of the war."

30. Farragut and Patton are quoted in R. D. Heini, Dictionary of Military and Naval Quotations. p. 178.
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According to Douhet, the airplane could strike an enemy far
behind his fortified lines without every having to repeat the
ghastly assaults seen on every front in the 1914-18 war. In the
future a massive air assault against enemy population centers
would destroy civilian morale and hence win the war. Command
of the air was as fundamental in his thinking as command of the
sea had been to Mahan, and while he urged that the military,
naval, and air forces should be "thoroughly co-ordinated," he
insisted upon an independent air force which could "always
operate in mass." And once this independent air force had won
command of the air, "it should keep up violent, uninterrupted
action against surface objectives, to the end that it may crush the
material and moral resistance of the enemy."31

Douhet's tbeories may seem old hat to the military reader
familiar with the great bomber offensives of the Second World
War and the more recent experiences in Korea and Vietnam,
although few informed soldiers today would share Douhet's
faith that civilian morale and even enemy ground forces could be
destroyed as easily as bridges and buildings. But Douhet makes

good reading, both for his insights into the nature of the First
World War and the reasoning that led him to believe completely
in the victory of air power in any future conflict.

There is, however, a pitfall here that is by no means unique to
Douhet. The casual reader of history often is likely to assume a
cause and effect relationship between an idea that is forcefully
articulated and some subsequent event. While Douhet undoubt-
edly reinforced the arguments of apostles of air power in other
countries, his book, unlike those of Mahan, did not change the
direction of military thinking. The United States Army after all
had its own Billy Mitchell, and the printed evidence makes it
clear that Douhet had no influence upon British doctrines of air
bombardment that evolved t-, ;n the two wars. The complete
version of Command of the Air was not even translated into
English until 1942.

The next two writers whose books belong on the shelf of any
well educated officer are deservedly recognized as prophets
who, shortly before their deaths, had won high honor even in
their own country. J. F. C. Fuller and B. H. Liddell Hart are easily
the most prolific, controversial, and influential military writers
produced by the First World War. Lifelong students of war, they
dedicated themselves to the cause of army reform and mechani-

31. Giulio Douhet. The Command of the Air (New York: Coward-McCann. 1942. pp. 128-29, 151. First
Italian publication 1921.
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zation. They attempted to find order in history as a realistic basis
for their theories; between them they developed the concept of
Blitzkrieg, which made them true revolutionaries.

Liddell Hart bears a striking resemblance to Jomini. Both were
interested primarily in strategy, both assumed that their
historical studies could be boiled down to a few basic principles
valid in all times and under most situations, both were addicted
to method and fond of coining words (Jomini is responsible for
logistics, Liddell Hart for baited gambit, alternative objectives,
and the strategy of indirect approach). Above all, both believed
in their theories to the extent that they taught the same lessons
throughout their long and prolific careers. It is almost true that if
you have read one book by Jomini you have read them all, while
Liddell Hart's celebrated strategy of indirect approach provides
a consistent theme in practically every one of his writings after
about 1928.

Both theorists, incidentally, prided themselves on the influ-
ence they exerted from time to time on military policy and
strategy. Jomini was an adviser to the Russian Tsar and
probably more than any other individual was responsible for the
French strategy in the war of 1859 against Austria. Liddell Hart's
advice was solicited by several governments and frequently by
friends in high places within the British military and political
'establishment. As a theorists, military correspondent, historian,
and reformer he exerted a powerful influence upon military
developments throughout his active life.

Fuller on the other hand may be compared with Clausewitz. He
was interested more in the phenomenon of war than in the
elements of stratey. He too approached the subject philosophi-
cally, relying upon Hegel rather than Kant and, like Clausewitz,
Fuller never completely synthesized his dissonant and roving
thoughts on war. The Conduct of War [961) represents his
mature reflections on war and policy, but it does not show the
unconventional staff officer wrestling with our modern princi-
ples of war (which he recovered, incidentally, from the
Correspondance of Napoleon), searching out solutions to
military problems aggravated by industrialization, or endeavor-
ing to comprehend the universal meaning of war as a scientist,
social scientist, philosopher, and historian. Here perhaps Fuller
would differ from Clausewitz, for his writings have a basic
integrity that transcends the worth-or the weakness-of any
single volume, whereas the essence of Clausewitz is contained, if
not necessarily in final form, in On War.

Since between them Fuller and Liddell Hart wrote some sixty
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to seventy volumes, it is possible here only to suggest those that
are more representative of their thought-or provocative in
stimulating the thought of others. On Future War (1928) more
than any other single book imparts the spirit of Fuller's inquiries
in the 1920s, when he was struggling to formulate a theory of
mechanized warfare and at the same time to induce the British
army to catch up with the march of technical civilization.
Armoured Warfare (1943), known originally as Lectures on Field
Service Regulations III (1931), remains his most important work
on mechanization. Although most of Fuller's basic ideas were
realized in the Blitzkrieg of 1940 and the subsequent campaigns
in North Africa, the reader should remember that he wrote before
1931 and that significant improvements were made in both tanks
and aircraft before his theories could be put to the test of war.
The Army in My Time (1935) shows Fuller at his irreverent best
(or worst, depending upon the degree to which one associates
himself with the Establishment). Better than any other single
work, this book gives Fuller's devastating criticisms of the
institutions and leaders of the British Army from-the Boer War to
the time of his retirement. None of Fuller's books merited
attention as history until he produced his monumental three-
volume Decisive Battles of the Western World and Their
Influence upon History (first edition, 1940). After the Second
World War he was less interested than before in using history us
a vehicle to carry his own theories to the public.

Liddell Hart's Great Captains Unveiled (1927) provides a
fascinating glimpse of the actions of Ghenghis Khan, Saxe,
Gustavus Adolphus, Wallenstein, and Wolfe; it also reveals the
thought of the author as he sought to apply certain lessons from
history to military problems of his own day. This book
effectively illustrates the use of historical analogies in the
evolution of armored warfare. His biography of Sherman (1929)
remains the best military study of Sherman's campaigns, but it is
of even greater importance in tracing the development of Liddell
Hart's own theories. In the process of writing this volume,
Liddell Hart first worked out the elements of his strategy of
indirect approach, which he then developed by searching history
for proof of the validity of his theories. Strategy (first edition,
1954), perhaps his best-known work today, is the last of a long
line of philosophical (rather than strictly historical) works
illustrating by well-chosen examples the successful application
of the strategy of indirect approach. His good friend and admirer,
Field Marshal Archibald P. Wavell, once chided him gently for
searching for "the military philosopher's stone" and suggested
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rather slyly that with his intelligence and command of the pen,
Liddell Hart could have written just as convincingly on the
strategy of the direct approach. The British Way in War (1932)
and Thoughts on War (1944) contain Liddell Hart's reflections on
nearly every aspect of war; The Tanks (1959) is a superb history
of the evolution of the tank, the development of a theory of
mechanized warfare, and the role of the Royal Tank Corps in
World War 11. The Ghost of Napoleon (1933), which Wavell once
described as "an excellent mental irritant," is a provocative
series of lectures on military thought in the eighteenth and
nineteenth centures, and The Real War 1914-1918 (1930)
remains one of the finest single volumes on World War I. Unlike
the great majority of earlier writers, both Fuller and Liddell Hart
wrote autobiographies that contain not only the essence of their
respective theories, but also a revealing glimpse of the trials and
tribulations of the military reformer.
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Chapter 5

Military History
to the End of the
Eighteenth Century
Theodore Ropp

MILITARY history's peaks are its great wars, battles, and
captains. Underneath are the strata which relate them to
political, socioeconomic, and technological developments. The
military history of the long years from the first appearance of
primitive man to the death of Frederick the Great in 1786 may be
broken down into four general periods. The earliest is the
millennia before 1000 B.C. when our first civilizations began
competing with one another. The following sixteen centuries
cover the Iron Age empires from Assyria to Rome; eight more,
from 600 to 1400, belong to our Middle Ages, and the final four fit
our early gunpowder era.

Over 2,400 years ago the Greek historian Herodotus wrote his
History of the Persian Wars (c. 444 B.C.) so that "men's actions
may not be effaced by time, nor the great and wonderous deeds"
of "Greeks and barbarians deprived of renown" and to show "for
what causes they waged war upon each other" (p. 1 of translation
listed in bibliography). A century later and thousands of miles
distant, the Chinese philosopher Sun Tzu taught that "war is a
matter of vital importance to the state; the province of life and
death.... It is mandatory that it be thoroughly studied" [The
Art of War, p. 63). Since that time men have written at length
about the great wars, battles, and captains and have tried with
varying success to relate them to the political, social, economic,
and technological developments 'f oach era. Most have recog-
nized the limitations as well as tt. v ad-vantages of such work. It is
difficult to imagine what made a: :- 'hteenth-century redcoat
fight or how his government worked, and even harder to
understand the motives of a Greek hoplite or his Persian foe.
Thus, while political scientists may usefully apply historical
insights to present problems, the complexities of such transfer-
ences should not be underestimated.

Dr. Ropp (Ph.D., Harvard), Professor of History at Duke University, is the
mentor of many leading American military historians. His works include War in
the Modern World. Dr. Ropp wrote this contribution while a visiting professor at
the Army War College.
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General Works

The one work that covers Western military history to the death
of Frederick the Great is Oliver L. Spaulding, Jr., Hoffman
Nickerson, and John W. Wright's Warfare: A Study of Military
Methods from the Earliest Times (1939). Thomas R. Phillips's
(ed.) Roots of Strategy (1940) is equally useful, although the
author left out Vegetius's books on fortification and naval
operations as "of interest only to military antiquarians." The
writings of Sun Tzu, Vegetius, Maurice de Saxe, and Frederick
go very well with the Spaulding, Nickerson, and Wright text.
Lynn Montross's War Through the Ages (1960) is fine battle
history. Richard A. Preston, Sidney F. Wise, and Herman 0.
Werner's shorter Men in Arms: A History of Warfare and its
Interrelationships with Western Society (1970) is a better study
of the underlying factors of war. The best general reference work
is R. Ernest and Trevor N. Dupuy's, Encyclopedia of Military
History from 3500 B.C. to the Present (1970). Half of its 1,400
pages cover the years before 1800. Each regionally oriented
chronological chapter begins by surveying general trends; the
battle descriptions, maps, and line drawings are excellent.
Viscount Montgomery of Alamein's History of Warfare (1968) is
the best illustrated general work. Two-thirds of it carries the
story to 1789; the author's quirks are most apparent in his
treatment of the later period. The narrative does not quite match
the quality of J. F. C. Fuller's Military History of the Western
World (1954), an expansion of his 1940 Decisive Battles: Their
Influence upon History and Civilization. Frank A. Kiernan, Jr.,
and John K. Fairbank (eds.) cover Chinese Ways in Warfare
(1974), and Bernard and Fawn Brodie's little From Crossbow to
H-Bomb (1962) is the book on deliberate weapons development.
Melvin Kranzberg and Carroll W. Pursell, Jr's. (eds.) Technology
in Western Civilization (1967) has sections on technology and
warfare, Maurice Dumas's (ed.) History of Technology and
Invention (1971) is better on non-Western societies and cultures,
and Thomas Wintringham's, The Story of Weapons and Tactics
has been updated and reissued (1974).

There is no good general military historical atlas nor any
general survey of military literature, whether defined as purely
military or as a literary treatment of warfare. Louis C. Peltier and
G. Etzel Pearcy's fine short Military Geography (1966) is
concerned primarily with the ways in which geography has
affected modern strategy, tactics, and logistics. And modern
social scientists have produced so many works on war that any



Military History to the End of the Kihteenth Century 91

list would be longer than this chapter. Kenneth N. Waltz's Man,
the State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis (1959) classifies
social scientists by their optimistic or pessimistic assumptions
about men, states, and international systems. Robert Ardrey's
Territorial Imperative (1971) is balanced by Anthony Storr's
Human Aggression (1968) or by Leon Bramson and George W.
Goethals, Jr.'s (ed.) War: Studies from Psychology, Sociology,
Anthropology (1964); and John Winthrop Hackett's The Profes-
sion of Arms (1963) and Stanislav Andreski's Military Organi-
zation and Society (first printing 1954) are modern classics.

Andreski analyzed military organizations in terms of military
participation *ratios ("the proportion of militarily utilized
individuals in the total population"), their subordination to
hierarchial authority, and internal cohesion. Subordination
implies cohesion but not the reverse as in the case of the medieval
crusaders. If Andreski's variables are combined with modern
technological, political, and social factors, the resulting model of
technological resources, political organization, social cohesion,
military participation, military subordination, and weapons
technology takes in the factors developed in Quincy Wright's
1942 Study of War for a pioneering University of Chicago war
seminar. Wright later helped to edit the English meteorologist
Lewis Fry Richardson's Statistics of Deadly Quarrels (1960), but
his figures have been used widely without noting their shaky
sources or extending them back to 1820, where the lack of sound
statistics hampers studies of the role of war and armaments in
economic development. The same problem was also faced by
another Chicago seminar member, John U. Nef, whose War and
Human Progress: An Essay on the Rise of Industrial Civilization
(1963) questioned the existence of any symbiotic relationship
between military conflict and human advancement.

Weapons tend to be hard, preservable, and even magical ob-
jects. Both archaeological evidence and illustrated books are
abundant. P. E. Cleator's Weapons of War (1968), Howard I.
Blackmore's Arms and Armour (1965) and Firearms (1964), 0. F.
G. Hogg's Clubs to Cannon: Warfare and Weapons before the
Introduction of Gunpowder (1968), Edwin Tunis's Weapons: A
Pictorial History (1954), and Joseph Jobe's Guns: An illustrated
History (1971) are worthwhile. Romola and R. C. Anderson's The
Sailing Ship (1947), R. C. Anderson's Oared Fighting Ships
(1962), 0. F. G. Hogg's Artillery (1970), E. M. Lloyd's A Review of
the History of Infantry (1908), George T. Denison's History of
Cavalry (1913), Sidney Toy's History of Fortifications From
3000 B.C. to A.D. 1700 (1955), Quentin Hughes's Military
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Architecture (1975), and George F. Bass's (ed.) A History of
Seafaring Based on Underwater Archaeology (1972) cover those
subjects.

Ralph H. Major's Fatal Partners: War and Disease (1941) is a
story of the frustration felt by medical personnel in wartime.
There are no good short general histories of military medicine,
engineering, logistics, or long- or short-range communications.
And in spite or because of Alfred Thayer Mahan's influence on
historians, this is also true for sea power, navies, and
amphibious operations. Bj6rn Landstr6m's The Ship: An
Illustrated History (1961) is, however, a useful reference on
types of naval vessels through the ages, and Robert B. Asprey's,
War in the Shadows (1975) tells all that you wanted to know
about The Guerrilla in History.

Primitive War and the First Civilizations

While agriculture could usually support more people than
hunting, food-gathering, or herding, farmers might not be
superior in weaponry, and hunters or herdsmen might be
superior in fighting skill and mobility. Harry Holbert Turney-
High's classic study, Primitive War (1971), shows that better
military organization might follow an advance to agricultural
civilization but that organizing large-scale military operations
was not beyond the capabilities of many preliterate peoples. The
Old Stone, New Stone (Neolithic), Copper, Bronze, and Iron
"stages" used by early prehistorians (archaeologists) have in
some ways confused things. Polished stone or metal tools and
weapons might be no more important to human progress than
many other innovations. Plants and animals were domesticated
in Southeast Asia by 1300 B.C., and copper and bronze cast there
by 4000 B.C., but there was no breakthrough to civiliza-
tion. Stuart Piggott, Ancient Europe (1965, pp. 17ff.), sees
"innovating and conserving societies" in "remote antiquity." In
the latter "the modus vivendi for the community within its
natural surroundings" produced "no urgent need to alter the
situation" or was "too delicately adjusted ... and too rigidly
conceived" to admit of it. He contends that east Asia's uplands
were too friendly and protected to demand further social
innovation, though the technical skill of their craftsmen is still
observable. If these matters seem far removed from the problems
of modern military historians, it may warn them against seeing
military history as a simple tale of great captains, great states, or
decisive battles and technological innovations.
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Most thrown, propelled, and hand weapons and protective
devices were invented by preliterate peoples. Our protocities
were in the Near Eastern uplands, where food gatherers
exploited the natural grainfields and herded sheep, goats, pigs,
and cattle away from them. Catal Huyuk in Anatolia, for
example, had ten thousand people; its linked mudbrick house
walls repelled attackers from 6500 to 5650 B.C. Though its
security may have come from its being a neutral trading post or
shrine, the problems of attacking a maze of dark chambers
accessible only by ladder from the roof are apparent in many
later fortifications. Catal Huyuk's people had three wheats, two
vetches, barley, peas, and oil plants and made or traded for beer,
wine, flints, shells, obsidian weapons and mirrors, copper, iron,
and lead beads, and fertility objects. The challenges which
produced the first civilizations, however, did not arise or were
not met in the Asian uplands but in the fertile valleys of the Nile,
Tigris, Euphrates, Indus, and Yellow rivers.

Irrigation made Mesopotamia. The Egyptians had the even
more difficult task of taming the Nile to use its annual gifts of
new soil, fish protein, and antimalarial scouring. Written records
were probably created to predict annual floods. Recovering
landmarks and laying out ditches and fortifications demanded
engineers and surveyors in both areas. Mesopotamia's political
pattern was one of small, fortified, warring cities; an occasional
conqueror united them and extended his control over potential
upland and desert marauders. Egypt's single ruler had varying
degrees of control over local landowners. Professional soldiers
served as royal guards for frontier defense and foreign wars, and
local militia beefed up last-ditch defenses and furnished local
transport. And more metals meant better tools for working wood
and stone.

In his Art of Warfare in Biblical Lands in the Light of
Archaeological Study (1963), Israeli soldier-archaeologist
Yigael Yadin uses the first pictured Egyptian battles (Megiddo,
1469 B.C., and Kadesh, 1292 B.C.) to show that special foot,
horse, engineer, transport, and marine units already existed
when these battles were fought, and that weapons were only
recombined and refined until the heavy cavalry revolution at the
end of the classical era. Key innovations in this final period were
iron weapons, armor, chariots, and cavalry. Yadin discusses
mobility, firepower, personal protection, and fortifications for
each biblical period. The era before Abraham (4000-2100 B.C.)
saw the first civilizations, and the periods from the Patriarchs
through the Exodus (2100-1200 B.C.) saw the rise of a common
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Near Eastern art of war and the rise and fall of Minoan or Cretan
civilization. But military history is not a continuous story until
after new land and sea invaders had been absorbed during the
era of the Judges and the United Monarchy (1200-920 B.c.).

Egyptians may have invented oars, but their ships were river
boats, and the keel plank, ribs, fixed mast, and sail furling gear of
the classical "round" trader were Levantine. Arab dhows and
Indonesian outrigger canoes sailed their adjacent oceans, but all
early sea or caravan traders depended on the goodwill and some-
times on the military aid of powers with greater agricultural
resources. The Minoans killed interlopers and bad customers
or denied them trade goods until their fragile maritime empire
was wrecked by a tidal wave around 1400 B.C. With the
Mediterranean people under sail-but surely with some stowed
sweeps or oars-round ships appear in the first pictured sea
fight off the Nile delta in 1194 B.C. The classical warship, a
galley strong enough for ramming, was a later Phoenician or
Greek development. The best books are William Culican's The
First Merchant Venturers: The Ancient Levant in History and
Commerce (1966), Michael Grant's The Ancient Mediterranean
(1969), and Lionel Casson's Ships and Seamanship in the
Ancient World (1971).

The Classical Iron Age Empires

Assyria dominated the Near East from the tenth through the
seventh century B.C. with spearmen, archers, charioteers, and
cavlry-city-smashers who massacred or transported whole
peoples. The Persians, who took over in the sixth century, were
Middle Eastern archers and heavy cavalrymen who relied on
water transport from subject Greek or Phoenician cities. Greek
heavy hoplite pikemen were formidable foes for horsemen in
wooded mountains with many defensible positions. The decisive
battles of the wars between Greece and Persia (499-448 B.C.)
were Salamis and Plataea about 480 B.C. The former was the
occasion of the destruction of the Persian fleet supporting the
occupation of Athens, allegedly on the same day that the Sicilian
Greeks defeated the Persians' Carthaginian allies off Himera.
The latter, Plataea, marked the defeat of Xerxes's land army and
the end of the Persian threat to Greece. The best books are Yadin
on the Assyrians and Babylonians, Harold Lamb's popularized
Cyrus the Great (1960), and Peter Green's Xerxes at Salamis
(1970).
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Greek then fought Greek in the Peloponnesian Wars (460-404

B.C.) that destroyed the Athenian maritime empire and estab-
lished even shorter lived Spartan and Theban hegemonies. 1. K.
Anderson's Military Theory and Practice in the Age of Xenophon
(1970) shows how Sparta dominated military affairs in Greece
during a period when the country was exporting soldiers to the
whole civilized world. But the first great captain who can be
linked with a specifically new maneuver was Epaminondas of
Thebes, whose oblique order of attack at Leuctra in 371 B.C.
ended Sparta's domination.

Philip of Macedon had been a hostage in Thebes, and the close
ties between him, his son Alexander (356-323), and the Greek
city-states have obscured their similarity to traditional oriental
conquerors. The Macedonian conquerors used a deeper phalanx
formation and more heavy cavalry than the Greeks, added allies
as they advanced, and imposed a new layer of soldiers,
bureaucrats, traders, and gods on existing civilizations. Among
the best books are F. E. Adcock's The Greek and Macedonian Art
of War (1957), A.M. Snodgrass's Arms and Armour of the
Greeks (1967) and E. W. Marsden's Greek and Roman Artillery
(1969), and F.E. Winter's Greek Fortifications (1971). Peter
Green's Armada from Athens (1970) relates the disastrous
expedition against Syracuse, and I.F.C. Fuller's The General-
ship of Alexander the Great (1960) and Peter Green's Alexander
the Great (1970) are good studies of a great captain whose empire
fell apart when he died but who profoundly influenced history,
partly because he inspired o many would-be imitators.

The Romans, or their successors in Constantinople, ruled the
Mediterranean from their victories over Carthage, Macedonia,
and Syria at the turn of the third century B.C. to the victories of
Heraclius I over Sassanid Persia in the seventh century A.D.,
just before the Arab explosion. But we know much about only a
few Roman leaders of these eight centuries; as little, for example,
about Heraclius as about Dionysius of Syracuse, whose
hegemony in Sicily and Greek Italy was contemporaneous with
that of Sparta in Greece proper.

Hollywood storytelling has aided moralizing on Rome's rise
and fall, but more general factors are historically safer.
Mediterranean metals technology was not as advanced as that of
the northern barbarians, but Mediterranean agriculture could
support more people. Rome's social cohesion was relatively high.
Her great innovation was the political organization of a "Latin
League" in which allied or colonial citizens had the same private
rights as Romans. With each legion paired with an allied one,
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Rome expanded by adding allies, founding colonies, and making
more Romans; landless citizens received captured lands in
return for long military services. The molding of the central
Italian peoples into a united society was also promoted by their
related cultures and common enemies. During the Second Punic
War, 219-202 B.C., Rome could call on 750,000 men; 250,000 were
in her legions from a population of 3,750,000, a military
participation ratio of men trained to common standards of
military subordination which was seldom reached again before
1786.

In contrast, Greek or Carthaginian colonists had no special
rights at home, and Corcyrans were soon fighting their mother
city of Corinth. By the third century B.C., deforestation and ero-
sion were affecting the Greek lands, while Carthage never had
as much farmland as Rome. Slavery was also a complicating
factor. Sparta's military participation ratio seems high until the
Messenian helots are counted. The farms and mines of Carthage
were worked by bonded peasants or slaves with uncaught
relatives in the backlands. Some of them joined rebel mercenar-
ies in the social war which followed the First Punic War of
265-241 B.C.; but when Rome's slaves revolted in 135-132, a
Syrian on a Sicilian plantation was far from outside assistance.

The Greek historian Polybius stressed the quality of Roman
weapons-how the no-return javelin hooked when it hit; the
strength of the iron-edged, iron-bossed shield against heavy
Celtic swords and axes; and the effectiveness of the short, two-
edged sword against the overlong Eastern pike. The Roman
army's nightly camps, their usually good scouting, and their
march discipline reflected years of campaigning. They had
adopted Greek ships, siege engines, and heavy cavalry spears,
and Polybius found them expert at imitating better practice.
Modern research has confirmed his position as a great historian,
those of Hannibal and Scipio as great captains, and that of
Cannae in 216 B.C. as a model battle. Two biographies of
Hannibal by Gavin de Beer (1969) and Leonard Cottrell (1961),
and H.H. Scullard's Scipio Africanus (1970), supplement E.
Badian's abridged Polybius: The Histories (1936), F. E. Adcock's
The Roman Art of War Under the Republic (1963), and ChesterG.
Starr, Jr.'s The Emergence of Rome as Ruler of the Western World
(1953).

The Roman soldiery was fully professional by the end of the
second century B.C. The three-line phalangial legion-with the
third line's veterans using short pikes-was replaced by the
more uniform and flexible ten-cohort "checkerboard" legion in
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which all men carried two javelins and a sword. Men enlisted for
up to sixteen years to get land and citizenship from the political
generals who fought the civil wars of 88-30 B.C., while winning
more foreign land, slaves, and booty. On their greatest captain,
Matthias Gelzer's Caesar (1968) is better than J. F. C. Fuller's
Julius Caesar (1969).

Octavian or Augustus Caesar (31 B.C. -14 A.D. ) cut the army to
about 300,000 men, not many more than during the Second Punic
War two centuries earlier, although the population base of
"Rome" hod increased tenfold, totalling 50-70 million. By the
time of Marcus Aurelius (161-'80), marking the height of the
Empire, this force had grown to almost 400,000 men drawn from
a population of 50-100 million. But two centuries later, a Roman
field force of 200,000, supplemented by 350,000 militia, faced
growing pressure from barbarian tribes who were shifting from
the north and east as their lands were farmed out by a system
better suited to the Mediterranean. Rome had abandoned the
swamp, deep forest, and steppe lands of central Europe and
stabilized its frontier on the Rhine, Main, and Danube behind
walls fronted by subsidized tribesmen and backed by settled
legionaries, refortified cities, and cavalry, river, and coastal
patrols. The process tended to barbarize Romans and Romanize
barbarians, some of whom were allowed to settle on lands
depopulated by plague and soil exhaustion. The best books are
G.R. Watson's The Roman Soldier (1969), Graham Webster's
The Roman Imperial Army (1970), Chester G. Starr, Jr.'s The
Roman Imperial Navy (1941), E.A. Thompson's The Early
Germans (1965), and, on one frontier, David Divine's Hadrian's
Wall (1969).

Hadrian's (117-38) idea of two emperors harks back to that of
two consuls, but the boundaries of the four civilian prefectures
better suggest the geopolitical structure of the later empire. Gaul
included Britain and Spain. Africa (Carthage) and the provinces
that covered the eastern Alpine passes were part of Italy. Illyria
included the southern Balkans and Greece. The East included
Thrace, Asia Minor, Syria, and Egypt. Constantine's conversion
in 312 A.D. added Christians to Rome's defenders. In making
Byzantium (Constantinople) his capital, he recognized the
importance of the land-sea bastion that channeled invaders west
and from which Persian attacks on Syria and Egypt could be
countered. In 376 the Huns destroyed an Eastern or Ostrogothic
steppe "empire" and pushed the Western or Visigoths into the
Roman domain. After the heavy Gothic cavalry with saddles,
stirrups, bows, swords, and lances defeated the Eastern
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emperor's legions at Adrianople in 378, his successor, Theodosi-
us the Great, began to make heavy "cataphract" mounted archers
the main East Roman missile and shock force.

Then the Western Empire collapsed. The invaders, like the
Imperial tax farmers, did more damage to the dying cities than to
the self-sufficient landlords. Alaric the Visigoth sacked Rome in
410, and his tribesmen later set up a kingdom in Spain. In Gaul,
the Franks and Romans defeated Attila's Huns at Chalons in 451;
Attila was bought off in Italy in 452, and his horde broke up on
the Danube. The Vandals-only 80,000 of them for the whole
tribe-were pushed from Spain to Africa but returned to sack
Rome in 455 for an emperor's widow. The last Western emperor
was deposed in 476, the traditional beginning of the West's
Middle Ages. Theodoric the Great, an Ostrogoth educated at
Constantinople, was sent to recover Italy, and he set up his own
kingdom. On what lay behind these movie scenarios, the best
book is Frank William Walbank's The Awful Revolution: The
Decline of the Roman Empire in the West (1969).

Justinian (527-65] reconquered those parts of the empire
within range of his naval forces: Africa, Carthaginian Spain
from Cadiz to Cartagena, and Italy. His professional army of
150,000 men was also fighting on the Danubian and Persian
frontiers. New churches, religious orders, palaces, roads,
fortifications, and trading posts showed the recuperative power
of an empire which was still larger than those of Alexander's
successors nine centuries before. John Barker's Justinian and the
Later Roman Empire (1966) can be read before books on the
cautious emperor, his ex-prostitute wife Theodora, the great
captain Belisarius, and the eunuch-soldier Narses, all of which
are just as racy as those on Philip, Alexander, and Olympias, or
on Caesar, Cleopatra, Antony, and Octavian.

The Middle Ages

The Middle Ages may have begun with the Arab conquests in
the century after Mohammed's death in 632. Greek fire, probably
a mixture of naphtha or some petroleum product with sulphur
and lime, projected from galley bow tubes, saved Constantinople
in 672, and the Eastern Roman Empire continued for another
eight centuries. Leo the Isaurian repelled the last Arab assault
ag; .'A the city in 722, and, at the other end of Europe, Charles

:'el checked the Moslems at Tours ten years later. John Bagot
S -i's The Great Arab Conquests (1963) is a good overview.

The iPat medieval captains-Charles Martel's grandson
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Charlemagne, Otto the Great, William the Conqueror, Saladin,
Bibars, Murad ,I, and others-were more local figures in a scene
dominated tactically by heavy cavalry and strategically by
fortifications, an easy military investment for localized agrarian
economies. In the east, the steppe cavalryman's era began with
the Mongols' Genghis Khan (1180-1227) and closed with Kublai
Khan (1280-1294) and the Tartar Tamerlane (1381-1405); these
nomads had adopted the principles of discipline and administra-
tion previously used by settled peoples to build and hold their
empires. Glubb's The Great Arab Conquests, Rene Grousset's
Conqueror of the World, and Harold Lamb's Tamerlane are the
best books. But the cavalry's dominance was ending even before
the battle of Nicopolis in 1396, about the time that gunpowder
began to affect siegecraft.

The West's economic decline began before the barbarian
invasions. Lynn White, Jr.'s Medieval Technology and Social
Change (1962) links its revival with a new three-field farming
system and the concept of a power technology. Economic
localization and military feudalization, a system of landholding
in return for service, was accentuated by new wars and invaders
in all three worlds after the reigns of Charlemagne (771-814), the
Eastern Roman Emperor Nicephorus 1 (802-11), and the Caliph
Harun al-Rashid (763-809). By 1000 the Northmen's double-
ended, shallow-draft, oared sailers had taken them by river to
the Black and Caspian seas and by sea to America. Viking
raiding parties were seldom large. Norse Iceland, as big as north
Italy, had only 60,000 people, a few more than the Magyar
"horde" of 955:A.D. or the city of Venice. By the time the Vikings
were converted to Christianity, the Arabs controlled much of the
western Mediterranean, although the Normans managed to win
Sicily and southern Italy. Gwynn Jones's A History of the
Vikings (1968), David C. Douglas's The Norman Achievement
(1969), Romilly Jenkins's Byzantium: The Imperial Centuries
(1966), Archibald R. Lewis's Naval Power and Trade in the
Mediterranean (1951), Bernard S. Bachrach's Merovingian
Military Organization, 481-751 (1972), and Robert S. Lopez's
The Birth of Europe (1967) are fine general works on this era.

At Hastings (14 October 1066)--one battle on which we have
some details-William of Normandy had 3,000 cavalry with
chain mail tunics, conical caps, and kite shields light enough for
dismounted fighting, 1,000 archers, and 4,000 other footmen
from as far away as Italy. His opponent, King Harold, repulsed a
Viking invasion at Stamford Bridge and then marched south
with 2,000 axemen, a few archers, and no cavalry, picked up
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6,000 militia on the way, and was in turn defeated at Hastings.
After William's death, the Normans covered a previously
unfortified England with motte-and-bailey castles that re-
sembled Roman cantonments.

Manzikert, where the Greeks lost their Anatolian recruiting
base to the Seljuk Turks in 1071, was as decisive as Hastings.
Eight crusades (1095-1271) helped the Latins set up a kingdom, a
principality, and two counties in an area the size of modern
Israel, and a Latin empire (1205-1261) in Constantinople. The net
effect was to hasten the destruction of the Eastern emperor they
professed to have come to save. Christians lost Jerusalem in 1187
and Acre in 1291, but Greeks, Latins, and Ottoman Turks were
still fighting over the empire's ruins at Nicopolis in 1396. John
Beeler's Warfare in Feudal Europe, 730-1200 (1971) shows that a
mixed force of mounted knights and infantry was always better
than a purely cavalry one in the West. The other best books on
medieval warfare are Beeler's edition, of Charles W.C. Oman's
Art of War in the Middle Ages, A.D. 378-1515 (1953), R.C.
Smail's Crusading Warfare, 1097-1193 (1967), Steven Runci-
man's A History of the Crusades (1951-55), Aziz S. Atiya's
Crusade, Commerce, and Culture (1966), and Joshua Prawer's
The World of the Crusaders (1972).

While the Crusades drew some of the Western aristocracy to
the tasks of recovering the Holy Land, Spain, and Africa,
converting Baltic pagans, and uprooting heretics, other nobles
and townsmen blanketed Europe with Crusader castles. A
typical garrison post might number forty men-at-arms, forty
crossbowmen, forty pikemen, and two gunners. Trebuchets and
other war engines brought higher angle fire against them, while
bolts and arrows forced lancers and horses into plate armor and
reduced the former's effectiveness when dismounted. Although
"fire pot" guns had little to do with the infantry revival and early
firearms could do little more than scare horses and set fires
inside fortifications, contemporary seige artillery soon included
all types of homemade cannon and explosives.

The English longbow has been overrated. It was feudal ideas of
social superiority and honor that led French knights to ride down
their Genoese crossbowmen at Crecy in 1346 and to scorn
scouting at Nicopolis, and the Teutonic Knights to stop at
Tannenberg in 1410 for a battle of champions. The English had
20,000 men at Crecy, on the first of the dynastic raids which later
historians saw as an Anglo-French Hundred Years' War
(1338-1453). The crusading force at Nicopolis was somewhere
between the 50,000 men who had reached Constantinople and the
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12,000 who had taken Jerusalem on the First Crusade. Back
home, Saint Louis (Louis IX, 1226-70) had more success trading
French lands against their inhabitants' wishes and backing his
brother Charles of Anjou's schemes for reviving the Latin empire
from Sicily. Some good books are Fredrick Heer's The Medieval
World (1970), Steven Runciman's The Sicilian Vespers (1958),
H. J. Hewitt's The Organization of War under Edward III (1966),
Eduoard Perroy's The Hundred Years' War (1965), C. T.
Allmand's Society at War (1973), and Richard Vaughan's Philip
the Bold (1962). It was Philip who parlayed his father's and
wife's resources into a semi-independent Burgundian state.

The Crusades and the Mongols had put Westerners in contact
with the technology of the Eastern, Arabic, and Chinese empires.
From these sources they borrowed the lateen sail, windmill,
poundlock gate, compass, gunpowder, and papermaking. The
use of printing, the crank, and the stored-weight trebuchet
(catapult) was fostered by labor shortages and unrest, war, the
Black Death (1347-), famine, and an agricultural crisis of the
Little Ice Age of the fourteenth to nineteenth centuries. The last
factor drove the Atlantic fisheries south, doomed Norse
Greenland, and drove lesser nobles into the pay of greater ones or
into the free companies which were devastating France. The
French population did not recover until the eighteenth century,
but there were some islands of relative peace and prosperity in
the Netherlands, the Rhineland, south Germany, and Italy.
Discharged veterans who wandered or were driven into Italy
contributed to social stability by making contracts (condottas)
with town oligarchs to replace less reliable and efficient militia.
Some condottieri battles were bitter; others were tournaments
because captains would not risk their men and, unlike prisoners,
dead foes could not be ransomed. Florentine militia service was
commuted for cash in 1351, just before the peasant Sforza
Attendiolo (1364-1424) was kidnapped into a wandering band,
became its captain, and laid the foundations of a Milanese
dynasty. Three good books are C. C. Bayley's War and Society in
Renaissance Florence: The De Militia of Leonardo Bruni (1961),
Geoffrey Trease's The Condottieri: Soliders of Fortune (1971),
and Michael Mallett's Mercenaries and Their Masters: Warfare
in Renaissance Italy (1974).

If the Roman historian Tacitus could have visited Germania in
1400, he might have been impressed by the barbarians' personal
independence, glass-walled buildings, armorers, mechanics.
lands won from the sea, and Latin readers from Iceland to Riga.
But he would have been appalled by their indiscipline, roads, and
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the discomforts of their castles. Rome was now a provincial
town, while Constantinople, Alexandria, and Quinsay (in China)
were still metropoli. Tacitus might well have read one of the
travel books then firing Latin imaginations, that of Marco Polo
the Venetian, "as told to" a fellow prisoner, the professional
writer Rustician of Pisa, in Genoa in 1298.

The Early Modern Era

In 1786 the funeral of Frederick the Great honored the last
dynastic great captain. By that time Western armies and navies
were all armed with guns, and Tacitus would have been
impressed by their discipline, Latin readers and villas on five
continents, and Gaul's roads and canals. Since 1400 Westerners
had conquered the Atlantic Ocean and two continents; their
added stocks of food, materials, power, and bullion had fueled
further economic and technological development. In 1814,
twenty-eight years later, Tacitus could have seen the abdication
of a self-made Alexander who had lost a field army twice as large
as Augustus's whole force after taking a city as far from Paris as
Carrhae-where the Triumvir Marcus Crassus had lost his
legions and life in 53 B.C. -had been from Rome.

In The Rise of the West (1963, p. 587), William H. McNeill
attributes Europe's early sixteenth-century "command of all the
oceans" and conquest of "the most highly developed regions of
the Americas" to "(1) a deep-rooted pugnacity and recklessness;
... (2) a complex military technology, most notably in naval
matters; and (3) a population inured to" many Old World
diseases. Carol. M. Cipolla's Guns, Sails and Empires: Techno-
logical Innovation and the Early Phases of European Expansion
(1965) stresses weapons, though Old World diseases killed more
American Indians than did guns. But Western pugnacity and
technology do not explain Ottoman Turks taking Constantinople
with guns in 1453, defeating Mameluke Egypt in 1517, attacking
Vienna in 1529, or raiding Western Mediterranean coasts and
commerce after 1533. While the Ottomans took Christian tribute
boys into their elite Janissaries and bureaucracy, military
participation ratios remained low. But the stream of equally
pugnacious Western townsmen and peasants into Turkish
frontier areas seems to have conferred no particular military
advantage on the West.

The fifteenth century's greatest captains were Murad II
(1421-51), who rearmed some archers with handguns, and
Mohammed II (1451-81), whose big guns helped to take
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Constantinople. The Bohemian Hussites' armored wagons had
less influence on war than better quality grained or "corned"

gunpowder for siege guns, mines, and matchlock handguns.
Firearms were more effective against armor than crossbows or
longbows, though their operators also had to be protected by
pikemen because of short ranges and slow rates of fire. The best
books are David Ayalon's Gunpowder and Firearms in the
Mamluk Kingdom: A Challenge to a Medieval Society (1956),
Frederick G. Heymann's John Ziska and the Hussite Revolution
(1969), Steven Runciman's The Fall of Constantinople (1969),
Eric Brockmann's The Two Sieges of Rhodes (1969) for the
Turkish artillery's failure in 1480 and success in 1522, and
Bertrand Gille's Engineers of the Renaissance (1966) for an
amazing variety of civil and military engines and devices.

Better political organization meant better weapons and better
subordinated men. Louis XI of France (1461-83) and Ferdinand II
of Aragon (1476-1516), whom Niccolo Machiavelli saw as the
ablest of the "new" princes, used methods like those of a
Venetian Republic which was neither subverted nor conquered
from 1310, when a Council of Ten was set up to secure social
order, if not cohesion, to 1797. Venetian "great galleys" met rigid
construction standards; bowmen and gunners were chosen by
public competition. New navigational methods allowed even
slow ships to make two Levant trips a year; greater loading
capacities and lower costs generated bulk trade in alum, wheat,
and cotton. By 1500 the galleys were bringing 1,500 tons of spices
from Mameluke Egypt each fall; up to 1,000 percent profits
financed the long Turkish wars. On this model of political and
financial organization for the new national monarchs, or
Machiavelli's proposed Prince for Italy, who came to dominate
Europe, the best books are D. S. Chamber's The Imperial Age of
Venice, 1380-1580 (1971), Frederick C. Lane's Venetian Ships
and Shipbuilders of the Renaissance (1934), and John F.
Guilmartin, Jr.'s Gunpowder and Galleys (1974).

The English won another Crecy at Agincourt in 1415, but
Charles VII of France (1422-61) regained Paris in 1436, after Joan
of Arc had made the repulse of the English invader a national
cause. The French king's compagnies d'ordonnance (regulations
or standards) that constituted the first permanent or standing
army were bands of men-at-arms and mounted archers whose
quality was insured by peacetime payments from a permanent
tax. A new artillery corps helped Charles recover everything but
Calais by 1453. It was marriage, not conquest, however, that
united the Austrian and Spanish empires and made the
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Habsburg Emperor Charles V (1519-55) the most powerful
prince in Europe. The details of the dynastic wars or of the
English Wars of the Roses (1453-1485) are less important than
the appearance of new monarchs who, like Henry VII, were
primarily administrators and felt less compelled to lead, or be
captured or killed, in battle. Those who find William Shakes-
peare's or lean Froissart's (1337-1410) genealogies hard to
follow can read Richard Vaughan's John the Fearless (1966) or
Philip the Good (1970) on Burgundy and Paul Murray Kendall's
Louis XI (1972), Richard the Third (1956), or Warwick the
Kingmaker (1957).

In 1494 Charles VIII of France opened nearly four centuries of
foreign intervention in Italy by reclaiming Naples. Though their
guns were the best in Europe, by 1559 the French had forced Italy
and the Church to seek Habsburg protection, were allied with
Suleiman the Magnificent f1520-66), and were defending Paris
against Philip II of Spain. Philip had inherited Charles V's
Spanish, Italian, and Burgundian possessions while his uncle
shouldered the problems of the Viennese emperorship, Ger-
many's Protestants, and the Turks on the Danube. Gonzalo de
Cordoba, whose story is told in Mary Purcell's Great Captain
(1962), devised the Spanish square of pikemen and counter-
marching handgunners, a formation perfected by the Duke of
Parma. Cavalry with wheellock pistols got volume fire by
caracoling (making a half turn to right or left), and fortifications
were thickened and lowered to take more guns and given
outworks against attacking gunners, sappers, and miners. Some
good books are Charles W. C. Oman's A History of the Art of War
in the Sixteenth Century (1937), F. L. Taylor's The Art of War in
Italy, 1494-1529 (1921), Jean Giono's The Battle of Pavia (1963)
(where Francis I of France was captured in 1525), C.G.
Cruickshank's Army Royal: Henry VIII's Invasion of France,
1513 (1969), and Harold Lamb's Suleiman the Magnificent
(1951). The Pirotechnia of Vannoccio Biringuccio (modern
reprint, 1959) is a fine example of the illustrated printed books
which were spreading technological, scientific, military, and
religious ideas.

Indian allies and Spanish armor, crossbows, guns, horses, and
diseases that killed nine-tenths of Mexico's 25 million people
from 1519 to 1568 explain the Spanish conquest of that country.
Mercury amalgam refining added silver to the gold which
supported Philip in Europe. The classics are Bernal Diaz del
Castillo's The Conquest of New Spain (written in the sixteenth
century), Francisco Lopez de Gomara's Cortes (1965), William H.
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Prescott's History of the Conquest of Mexico (1843) and History
of the Conquest of Peru (1847), and Samuel Eliot Morison's
Admiral of the Ocean Sea (1942). Other fine works are Bj5rn
Landstram's Columbus (1967), John Hemming's The Conquest of
the Incas (1970), and ].H. Parry's The Establishment of the
European Hegemony, 1415-1715 (1961) and The Spanish
Seaborne Empire (1966). The Portuguese destroyed some lighter
Arab dhows at Diu, India, in 1509 and reached the Spice Islands
by 1513 to cut prices and increase volume and profits by
substituting one voyage for several. The Turks, Persians,
Chinese, and Japanese confined Westerners to a few port
"factories," but the Mogul Empire in India was breaking up
when Dutch, English, and French traders later appeared. After
Sebastian I of Portugal was killed by the Moors at Alcazar in
1578, Philip cashed in his dynastic claims and by the time
Portugal recovered her independence in 1640, the Dutch had
taken over most of her Eastern trade. Some good books are Elaine
Sanceau's Henry the Navigator (1969), E. W. Bovill's The Golden
Trade of the Moors (1968) and The Battle of Alcazar (1952), and
C. R. Boxer's The Portuguese Seaborne Empire, 1415-1825 (1970)
and The Dutch Seaborne Empire, 1600-1800 (1965).

In 1571 the Italians and Spanish defeated the Turks in the !ast
great galley battle at Lepanto. Garrett Mattingly's The Armada
(1959) is the book on Philip's attempt to invade England in 1588
and the first great sailing ship fight; Geoffrey Marcus's work is
now called The Naval History of England (1971-). Blaise de
Monluc's The Habsburg-Valois Wars and the French Wars of
Religion (1972) captures the spirit of those conflicts, which
ended in 1590 when Henry IV defeated a Spanish-backed army at
Ivry. The Netherlands had revolted against Philip in 1568, but by
the time William the Silent was assassinated in 1584, Parma had
confined the rebels to seven waterlaced Dutch provinces.
William's son, Maurice of Nassau, used infantry cohorts with
more firepower than the heavier Spanish squares and used
canals as Gustavus Adolphus of Sweden, the first of Elbridge
Colby's Masters of Mobile Warfare (1943), was to use rivers in
the Thirty Years' War (1618-16481 which devastated Germany.
Trevor N. Dupuy's Military Life of Gustavus Adolphus (1970)
discusses his salvo-firing musketeers, pikemen with shorter
ironclad pikes, light guns, and sabre-armed cavalry. The
Swedish King defeated the Austrian Emperor's best general,
Count Albrecht von Wallenstein, at Ltitzen in 1632 but lost his
own life in the process. Two years later Wallenstein was
assassinated for allegedly plotting for the Bohemian crown.
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Francis Watson's Wallenstein (1938) and Fritz Redlich's The
German Military Enterpriser and His Work Force (1965) are the
best works on this extraordinary soldier, while Thomas M.
Barker discusses Raimondo Montecuccoli in The Military
Intellectual and Battle (1975).

The entrance of France into the war on behalf of the German
Protestants only complicated what began as a religious struggle
and ended in 1659 when Louis XIV (1645-1715) married a
Spanish princess who brought along a claim to the Spanish
throne. At about the same time, Oliver Cromwell's son was
removed as Lord Protector by the rump of a Parliament which
had executed Charles I of England in 1649, and in Russia,
Michael Romanov ended the Time of Troubles (1604-13) by
beating back Swedish and Polish invaders and establishing the
beginnings of a stable dynasty.

J. H. Elliott's Imperial Spain (1964) and John Lynch's Spain
Under the Hapsburgs (1946-69) stress the nearly insoluble
communications problems that afflicted the Spanish Empire and
complement Geoffrey Parker's fine The Army of Flanders and
the Spanish Road, 1567-1659: The Logistics of Spanish Victory
and Defeat in the Low Countries Wars (1972). Spain's colonists,
like the self-sufficient Roman Gauls, increasingly evaded
regulation. While convoys saved most ships from French, Dutch,
and English interlopers, their stragglers were so rich that James I
began his dynasty's financial woes by ending Elizabeth's long
war with Spain. C. G. Cruickshank's Elizabeth's Army (1968),
Kenneth R. Andrews's Elizabethan Privateering (1964), Julian S.
Corbett's Drake and the Tudor Navy (1898), Cyrus H. Karraker's
Piracy Was a Business (1953), T. Rayner Unwin's The Defeat of
John Hawkins (1960), and Charles H. Firth's Cromwell's Army
(1962) supplement Correlli Barnett's general Britain and Her
Army, 1509-1970 (1970). Georges Pages, in The Thirty Years'
War (1971), saw that war as modernizing. But C. V. Wedgwood's
Thirty Years' War (1961), like Hans J. C. von Grimmelshausen's
novel Simplicius Simplicissimus (1669), held that it "settled
nothing worth settling."

The two best short works on an era when Europe was as near
anarchy as it had been in the fourteenth century are Trevor
Aston's (ed.) Crisis in Europe, 1560-1660 (1956) and Michael
Roberts's The Military Revolution, 1560-1660 (1956). They are
also the best introductions to the demands for religious, political,
financial, international, and military order that supported the
centralizing and standardizing efforts of the so-called enlight-
ened despots of an era that began with Louis XIV's personal
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assumption of power in 1661 and ended with the financial
collapse of the French monarchy in 1789. The political and
military achievements of the most important monarchs .are
treated in Pierre Goubert's Louis XIV and Twenty Million
Frenchmen (1970), Vasili Klyuchevsky's Peter the Great (1961),
Gerhard Ritter's Frederick the Great (1968), and by Frederick
himself in Frederick the Great on the Art of War (1966, translated
and edited by Jay Luvaas). Geoffrey Symcox's (ed.) War,
Diplomacy, and Imperialism (1974) is a more general survey, and
Paul W. Bamford's Fighting Ships and Prisons (1973) covers the
Sun King's Mediterranean galley fleets.

The financial genius of Louis XIV's "mercantilist" adviser,
lean Baptiste Colbert, allowed France to raise the largest army
and navy in Europe and to pay the allies who helped Louis attack
the exposed Spanish Hapsburg and Imperial lands on his
northeastern frontiers. Vauban then worked each conquest into
an offensive-defensive fortifications system which covered all of
France and provided the protected magazines from which the
armies raised and trained by the Marquis of Louvois could make
their next carefully prepared forays.

International law and regular supplies and pay limited the
looting which had marked previous wars, looting which had
done as much damage to the armies themselves as to the economy
of occupied areas. Infantry tactics became simpler when socket
bayonets made flintlock muskets into pikes as well as firearms.
The eighteenth-century Prussian doubled-ended iron ramrod
increased loading speed and firepower and the need for march
and fire discipline. Unarmored men could carry more rounds for
the volume fire that preceded the decisive bayonet charges;
uniformed soldiers were easier to identify and direct and less
likely to desert in battle. Men wintered better in barrack work-
shops than when quartered on civilians. Their noble officers had
to spend more time with their soldiers or at courts where the
monarch could watch them for disloyalty. Hosts of royal
inspectors cut down fraud and assured more regular pay and
better supplies to armies which were still recruited from the
lowest classes of society so that more productive small farmers,
artisans, and merchants could add to the state's wealth.

The result was a series of dynastic wars that were more
limited in their effects on civilian populations than those of the
previous era and established the international balance of power
for most of the next two centuries. Louis XIV's aggressions were
finally checked in the War of the League of Augsburg, 1689-98.
The War of the Spanish Succession, 1700-1714, placed a French
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prince on the Spanish throne but gave Gilbraltar, Minorca,
Newfoundland, Hudson's Bay, and Acadia to Britain and the
Spanish Netherlands and major Italian territories to Austria. It
also bankrupted the French monarchy. The disorders noted in
Lee Kennett's French Armies in the Seven Years' War (1967)
were as much a result of Louis XIV's selling offices and the right
to collect taxes as of Louis XV's ineptitude from 1715 to 1774.
Sweden's enemies forced Charles XII to disgorge his earlier
conquests in a Great Northern War, 1700-1721, which gave Peter
the Great of Russia his Baltic "window" to the west and made
Russia a European power. Frederick the Great of Prussia barely
kept his gains from the War of the Austrian Succession, 1740-48,
in the Seven Years' War, 1756-63, which made Britain the
paramount power in North America and India. The biggest
losers besides Spain and Sweden were Poland and Turkey.
Russia, Austria, and Prussia began to partition Poland in 1772
and completed their work in 1793 and 1795. Eugene of Savoy
captured all of Hungary, Transylvania, Croatia, and Slavonia for
Austria in 1699, and, after a series of wars, Russia obtained the
right to protect Christians in the Ottoman Empire in 1774 and in
1781 agreed with Austria on a future division of all Turkish
European territories. And France, Spain, and other powers made
Britain less great overseas by helping some British Americans
win their independence in 1783.

Technological development continued in areas which, as in the
fourteenth century, saw little fighting. Religious uniformity
increased local social cohesion; John Prebble's Culloden (1962)
and Glencoe (1968) show the savagery with which the divine-
right kings might keep order. One in forty Frenchmen served in
Louis's forces and thirty-five Prussians supported every soldier,
so military participation was still under Roman Punic War
ratios. But there was now no question of the military subordina-
tion of the soldiery to monarchs. Winston Chprchill's Marlbo-
rough (1933-38) and Nicholas Henderson's Prince Eugen of
Savoy (1965) cover Britain's and Austria's greatest captains in
the wars of Louis XIV. Reginald Blomfield's Sebastien le Prestre
de Vauban (1938) treats an engineer in the French king's service
who was also an economist, but technology's application to
warfare was still largely one of adopting such "random" craft
innovations as bayonets, iron ramrods, antiscurvy agents,
copper-bottomed ships, and better roads, bridges, and water-
ways to get more men and guns to more distant targets. Other
fine books are John Stoye's The Siege of Vienna (1964), R. E.
Scouller's The Armies of Queen Anne (1966), Frans G. Bengts-
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son's The Life of Charles XII (1960), Ion Manchip White's
Marshal of France: The Life and Times of Maurice, Comte de
Saxe (1962), and Reginald Savory's His Britannic Majesty's
Army in Germany During the Seven Years' War (1966).

Alfred Thayer Mahan's The Influence of Sea Power Upon
History 1660-1783 (1890), Herbert Richmond's Statesmen and
Sea Power (1946), Gerald S. Graham's Empire of the North
Atlantic (1958), and Geoffrey Marcus's Heart of Oak (1975) only
suggest the developments in gunnery, fleet and convoy and
amphibious tactics, logistics, and medicine which enabled
Britain to throw 32,000 men-Hannibal's force at Cannae or
Caesar's at Pharsalus-at New York in 1776. Geoffrey Marcus's
Quilberon Bay: The Campaign in Home Waters, 1795 (1960) and
Charles P. Stacey's Quebec, 1759 (1959) are fine studies of an
earlier war (1756-1763) in which the British pocketed twelve
ships of the line and five million dollars in money and goods at
Havana, a ransom of four million for Manila, and seven million
dollars in treasure from two galleons in 1762. Shelford Bidwell's
Swords for Hire (1972), Desmond Young's Fountain of the
Elephants (1959), and Michael Edwardes's Plassey: The Found-
ing of an Empire (1970) deal with the adventurers who estab-
lished a new European empire in India, while the forces that
brought down the old systems of statecraft and war in Europe
proper are best seen in the first volume of Robert R. Palmer's The
Age of the Democratic Revolution (1959). The Comte de Guibert,
who disowned his ideas for larger and more popular and national
armies after meeting Frederick, was only one of many reformers
discussed in Robert S. Quimby's The Background of Napoleonic
Warfare (1957) who wanted reform rather than revolution in
what Karl von Clausewitz many years later described as a
restricted, shriveled-up form of war.

Bibliography
Adcock, Frank E. The Greek and Macedonian Art of War. Berkeley: Univ. of Calif.

Press, paperback, 1957.
-. The Roman Art of War Under the Republic. Rev. ed. New York: Barnes
and Noble, 1963.

Allmand, C. T., ed. Society at War: The Experience of England and France During
the Hundred Years' War. New York: Harper and Row, 1973.

Anderson, I. K. Military Theory and Practice in the Age of Xenophon. Berkeley:
Univ. of Calif. Press, 1970.

Anderson. R. C. Oared Fighting Ships: From Classical Times to the Coming of
Steam. London: Percival Marshall, 1962.

Anderson, Romola, and Anderson, R. C. The Sailing Ship: Six Thousand Years of
History. New York: Robert M. McBride, 1947,

J2



ie A Guide to the Study and Use of Military History

Andreski, Stanislav. Military Organization and Society. 2nd ed. Berkeley: Univ.
of Calif. Press, paperback, 1968.

Andrews, Kenneth R. Elizabethan Privateering: English Privateering During the
Spanish War, 1585-1603. New York: Cambridge Univ. Press, 1964.

Ardrey, Robert. The Territorial Imperative: A Personal Inquiry Into the Origins
of Property and Nations. New York: Atheneum, 1966. Dell paperback, 1971.

Asprey, Robert B. War in the Shadows: The Guerrilla in History. 2 vols. Garden
City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1975.

Aston, Trevor, ed. Crisis in Europe, 1560-1660. New York: Basic Books, 1965.
Doubleday-Anchor paperback.

Atiya, Aziz S. Crusade, Commerce, and Culture. Bloomington: Ind. Univ. Press,
1962. New York: Wiley, paperback, 1966.

Ayalon, David. Gunpowder and Firearms in the Mamluk Kingdom: A Challenge
to a Medieval Society. London: Valentine, Mitchell, 1956.

Bachrach, Bernard S. Merovingian Military Organization, 481-751. Minneapolis:
Univ. of Minn. Press, 1972.

Bamford, Paul W. Fighting Ships and Prisons. Minneapolis: Univ. of Minn. Press,
1973.

Barker, John W. Justinian and the Later Roman Empire. Madison: Univ. of Wisc.
Press, 1966.

Barker, Thomas M. The Military Intellectual and Battle: Raimondo Montecuccoli
and the Thirty Years' War. Albany: State Univ. of N.Y. Press, 1975.

Barnett, Correlli. Britain and Her Army, 1509-1970: A Military, Political, and
Social Survey. New York: William Morrow, 1970.

Bass, George F., ed. A History of Seafaring Based on Underwater Archaeology.
New York: Wallace, 1972.

Bayley, C. C. War and Society in Renaissance Florence: The De Militia of
Leonardo Bruni. New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1961.

Beeler, John. Warfare in Feudal Europe, 730-1200. Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell Univ.
Press, 1971.

Bengtsson, Frans G. The Life of Charles XII, King of Sweden, 1697-1718.
Translated by Naomi Walford. New York: St. Martin's Press, 1960.

Bidwell, Shelford. Swords for Hire: European Mercenaries in Eighteenth Century
India. New York: Transatlantic Arts, 1972.

Blackmore, Howard L. Arms and Armour. London: Studio Vista, 1965. New York:
Dutton, paperback.

-. Firearms. London: Studio Vista., 1964. New York: Dutton, paperback.
Blomfield, Reginald. Sebastien le Prestre de Vauban 1633-1707. London:

Mathsun, 1938.
Bovill, E. W. The Battle of Alcazor: An Account of the Defeat of Don Sabastion of

Portugal at El-Ksar el kebir. London: Batchworth Press, 1952.
-. The Golden Trade of the Moors. 2nd ed. New York: Oxford Univ. Press,

1968.
Boxer, Charles R. The Dutch Seaborne Empire, 1600-1800. New York: A. A.

Knopf, 1965.
-. The Portuguese Seaborne Empire, 1415-1825. New York: A. A. Knopf,

1970.
Bramson, Leon, and Goethals, George W., Jr., eds. War: Studies from Psychology,

Anthropology, Sociology. New York: Basic Books, 1964.
Brockman, Eric. The Two Sieges of Rhodes, 1480-1522. London: John Murray,

1969.
Brodie, Bernard, and Brodie, Fawn. From Crossbow to H-Bomb. New York: Dell,

paperback, 1962.



Military History to the End of the Eighteenth Century 111

Casson, Lionel. Ships and Seamanship in the Ancient World. Princeton, N.J.:
Princeton Univ. Press, 1971.

Chambers, D. S. The Imperial Age of Venice, 1380-1580. New York: Harcourt
Brace Jovanovich, paperback, 1971.

Churchill, Winston. Marlborough: His Life and Times. 4 vols. London: Harrap,
1933-38.

Cipolla, Carlo M. Guns, Sails and Empires: Technological Innovation and the
Early Phases of European Expansion, 1400-1800. New York: Patheon Books,
paperback, 1965.

Cleator, P. E. Weapons of War. New York: Thomas Y. Crowell. 1968.
Colby, Elbridge. Masters of Mobile Warfare. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton Univ.

Press, 1943.
Corbett, Julian S. Drake and the Tudor Navy. 2nd ed. London: Longmans, 1898.
Cottrell, Leonard. Hannibal: Enemy of Rome. New York: Holt, Rinehart and

Winston, paperback, 1961.
Cruickshank, Charles Grieg. Army Royal: Henry Vill's Invasion of France, 1513.

New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1969.
-. Elizabeth's Army. 2nd ed. New York: Oxford Univ. Press, paperback,
1968.

Culican, William. The First Merchant Venturers: The Ancient Levant in History
and Commerce. New York: McGraw-Hill, paperback, 1966.

De Beer, Gavin. Hannibal: Challenging Rome's Supremacy. New York: Viking
Press. 1969.

Denison, George T. History of Cavalry. 2nd ed. London: Macmillan, 1913.
Diaz del Castillo, Bernal. The Conquest of New Spain. Translated by 1. M. Cohen.

Baltimore: Penguin, paperback, 1963.
Divine, David. Hadrian's Wall: A Study of the North-West Frontier of Rome.

Boston: Gambit, 1969.
Douglas, David C. The Norman Achievement 1050.-1100. Berkeley: Univ. of Calif.

Press, 1969.
Dumas, Maurice, ed. History of Technology and Invention: Progress Through the

Ages. Multivolume. New York: Crown 1971-.
Dupuy, R. Ernest, and Dupuy, Trevor N. The Encyclopedia of Military History

from 3500 B.C. to the Present. New York: Harper and Row, 1970.
Dupuy, Trevot N. The Military Life of Gustavus Adolphus: Father of Modern

War. New York: Franklin Watts, 1970.
Edwardes, Michael. Plassey: The Founding of an Empire. New York: Taplinger,

1970.
Elliott, John H. Imperial Spain: 1469-1716. New York: St, Martin's Press,
paperback, 1964.

Firth, Charles H. Cromwell's Army. 2nd ed. London: Metheun, 1962.
Frederick the Great on the Art of War. Translated and edited by Jay Luvaas. New

York: Free Press, 1966.
Fuller, J. F. C. Decisive Batties: Their Influence upon History and Civilization.

New York: Scribner's, 1940.
_. The Generalship of Alexander the Great. New Brunswick, N.J.: Rutgers
Univ. Press, 1980. New York: Funk and Wagnalls, paperback, 1968.
_. Julius Caesar: Man, Soldier, and Tyrant. New York: Funk and Wagnalls,
paperback, 1969.
_. A Military History of the Western World. 3 vols. New York: Funk and
Wagnalls, paperback, 1954.

Garlan, Yvon. War in the Ancient World: A Social History. London: Chatto and
Windus, 1975.



112 A Guide to the Study and Use of Military History

Gelzer, Matthias. Caesar: Politician and Statesman. Translated by Pete
Needham. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Univ. Press, 1968.

Gille, Bertrand. Engineers of the Renaissance. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press,
1966.

Giono, lean. The Battle of Pavia: 24th February, 1525. Translated by A. E. Murch.
New York: Fernhill, 1963.

Glubb, John Bagot. The Great Arab Conquests. London: Hodder and Stoughton,
1963.

Gomara, Francisco Lopez de. Cortes. Translated and edited by Lesley Byrd
Simpson. Berkeley: Univ. of Calif. Press, 1965.

Goubert, Pierre. Louis XIV and Twenty Million Frenchmen. Translated by Anne
Carter. New York: Pantheon Books, paperback, 1970.

Graham, Gerald S. Empire of the North Atlantic: The Maritime Struggle for
North America. 2nd ed. Toronto: Univ. of Toronto Press, 1958.

Grant, Michael. The Ancient Mediterranean. New York: Scribner's, 1969.
Green, Peter. Alexander the Great. New York: Praeger, 1970.

-. Armada from Athens. Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1970.
-. Xerxes at Salamis. New York: Praeger, 1970.

Grimmelshausen, Hans J. C. von. Simplicius Simplicissimus. Translated by
Helmuth Weissenborn and Lesley Macdonald. London: 1. Calder, 1965.

Grousset, Rene. Conqueror of the World. Translated by M. McKellar and D.
Sinor. New York: Orion, 1966.

Guilmartin, John F., Jr. Gunpowder and Galleys: Changing Technology and
Mediterranean Warfare at Sea in the Sixteenth Century. New York: Cambridge
Univ. Press, 1974.

Hackett, John Winthrop. The Profession of Arms. London: Times Publishing Co.,
1963.

Heer, Friedrich. The Medieval World. New York: Praeger, 1970.
Hemming, John. The Conquest of the Incas. New York: Harcourt Brace

Jovanovich, 1970.
Henderson, Nicholas. Prince Eugen of Savoy: A Biography. New York: Praeger,

1965.
Herodotus. The Histories of Herodotus. Translated by George Rawlinson. Edited

by E. H. Blakeney. New York: Dutton, 1964.
Hewitt, H. 1. The Organization of War under Edward I1, 1338-1362. New York:

Barnes and Noble, 1966.
Heymann, Frederick G. John Ziska and the Hussite Revolution. New Vork:

Russell and Russell, 1969.
Hogg, Oliver F. G. Artillery: Its Origin, Heyday and Decline. Hama.i, u-....

Archon, 1970.
-. Clubs to Cannon: Warfare and Weapons before the Introduction of
Gunpowder. London: Duckworth, 1968.

Hughes, Quentin. Military Architecture. London: Hugh Evelyn, 1975.
Jenkins, Romilly. Byzantium: The Imperial Centuries, A.D. 610-1071. New York:

Random House, 1966.
Job9, Joseph, ed. Guns: An Illustrated History of Artillery. New York: Crown,

1971.

Jones, Gwyn. A History of the Vikings. New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1968.
Karraker, Cyrus R. Piracy Was a Business. Rindge, N.H.: Richard R. Smith. 1953.
Kendall, Paul Murray. Louis XI: The Universal Spider. New York: W. W. Norton,
1972.

-. Richard the Third. New York: W. W. Norton, 1956.
-. Warwick the Kingmaker. London: George Allen and Unwin, 1957.



Military History to the End of the Eighteenth Century 113

Kennett, Lee. The French Armies in the Seven Years' War: A Study in Military
Organization and Administration. Durham, N.C.: Duke Univ. Press, 1967.

Kiernan, Frank A., Jr., and Fairbank, John K., eds. Chinese Ways in Warfare.
Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Univ. Press. 1974.

Klyuchevsky, Vasili. Peter the Great. Translated by Lilian Archibald. New York:
Vintage, paperback, 1961.

Kranzberg, Melvin and Pursell, Carroll W., eds. Technology in Western
Civilization. 2 vols. New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1967.

Lamb, Harold. Cyrus the Great. Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1960.
-. Suleiman the Magnificent: Sultan of the East. Garden; City, N.Y.:

Doubleday, paperback, 1951.
_. Tamerlane: The Earth Shaker. New York: H. M. McBride, 1928.

Landstr~m, Bj~rn. Columbus. New York: Macmillan, 1967.
_. The Ship: An Illustrated History. Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1961.

Lane, Frederick C. Venetian Ships and Shipbuilders of the Renaissance.
Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Univ. Press, 1934.

Lewis, Archibald R. Naval Power and Trade in the Mediterranean, A.D.
500-1000. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton Univ. Press, 1951.

Lloyd, E. M. A Review of the History of Infantry. London: Longnans, Green,
1908.

Lopez, Robert S. The Birth of Europe. New York: M. Evans, 1967.
Luvaas, Jay. See Frederick the Great on the Art of War.
Lynch, John. Spain Under the Hapsburgs. 2 vols. New York: Oxford Univ Press,

1964-69.
McNeill, William H. The Rise of the West: A History of the Human Community.

Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press, paperback, 1963.
Mahan, Alfred Thayer. The Influence of Sea Power upon History. Boston: Little,

Brown, 1890. New York: Hill and Wang, paperback, 1957.
Major, Ralph H. Fatal Partners: War and Disease. Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday,

1941.
Mallett, Michael Edward. Mercenaries and Their Masters: Warfare in Renais-

sance Italy. Totowa, N.J.: Rowman and Littlefield, 1974.
Marcus, Geoffrey. Heart of Oak. New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1975.

-. A Naval History of England. Boston: Little, Brown, 1962-.
-. Quiberon Bay: The Campaign in Home Waters, 1759. London: Hollis and
Carter, 1960.

Marsden, E. W. Greek and Roman Artillery: Historical Development. New York:
Oxford Univ. Press, 1969.

Mattingly, Garrett. The Armada. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, paperback, 1959.
Monluc, Blaise de. The Habsburg-Valois Wars and the French Wars of Religion.

Edited by Ian Roy. Military Memoirs, edited by Peter Young. Hamden, Conn.:
Archon, 1972.

Morison, Samuel Eliot. Admiral of the Ocean Sea: A Life of Christopher
Columbus. Boston: Little Brown, 1942.

Montgomery, Field Marshal Bernard L., Viscount. A History of Warfare.
Cleveland: World, 1968.

Montross, Lynn. War Through the Ages. 3d ed. New York: Harper, 1960.
Nef, John U. War and Human Progress: An Essay on the Rise of Industrial

Civilization. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Univ. Press, 1950. As Western
Civilization Since the Renaissance. New York: Harper Torchbook, 1963.

Oman, Charles W. C. The Art of War in the Middle Ages, A.D. 378-1515. Revision
edited by John H. Beeler, Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell Univ. Press, 1953.

-. A History of the Art of War in the Sixteenth Century. New York: Dutton,
1937.



114 A Guide to the Study and Use of Military History

Pages, Georges. The Thirty Years' War, 1618-1648. Translated by D. Maland and
J. Hooper. New York: Harper and Row, 1971.

Palmer, Robert R. The Age of the Democratic Revolution: A Political History of
Europe and America, 1760-1890. 2 vols. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton Univ. Press,
paperback, 1959.

Parker, Geoffrey. The Army of Flanders andthe Spanish Road, 1567-1659: The
Logistics of Spanish Victory and Defeat in the Low Countries War. New York:
Cambridge Univ. Press, 1972.

Parry, J. H. The Establishment of the European Hegemony, 1415-1715: Trade and
Exploration in the Age of the Renaissance. New York: Harper, 1961.

-. The Spanish Seaborne Empire. New York: A. A. Knopf, 1966.
Peltier, Louis C. and Pearcy, G. Etzel. Military Geography. Princeton, N.J.: Van

Nostrand, paperback, 1966.
Perroy, Eduoard. The Hundred Years' War. Translated by W. B. Wells. New York:

Capricorn, paperback, 1965.
Phillips, Thomas R., ed. Roots of Strategy: A Collection of Military Classics.

Harrisburg: Military Service Publishing Co., 1940.
Piggott, Stuart. Ancient Europe from the Beginnings of Agriculture to Classical

Antiquity. Chicago: Aldine, 1965.
The Pirotechnia of Vannoccio Biringuccio. Introduction and notes by Cyril

Stanley Smith and Martha Teach Gnudi. New York: Basic Books, 1959.
Polybius. The Histories. Translated by Mortimer Chambers. Edited and abridged

by E. Badian. New York: Washington Square, paperback, 1966.
Prawer, Joshua. The World of the Crusaders. New York: Quadrangle, 1972.
Prebble, John. Culloden. New York: Atheneum, paperback, 1962.
-. Glencoe: The Story of the Massacre. Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1968.
Prescott, William H. History of the Conquest of Mexico. Original in 3 vols., 1843.

Abridged by C. H. Gardiner. Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press, 1966.
-. History of the Conquest of Peru. Original in 2 vols., 1847. New York:
Heritage, 1957.

Preston, Richard A.; Wise, Sidney F.; and Werner, Herman 0. Men in Arms: A
History of Warfare and Its Interrelationships with Western Society. 2d rev. ed.
New York: Praeger, paperback, 1970.

Purcell, Mary. The Great Captain: Gonzalo Fernandez de Cordoba. Garden City,
N.Y.: Doubleday, 1962.

Quimby, Robert S. The Background of Napoleonic Warfare: The Theory of
Military Tactics in the Eighteenth Century. New York: Columbia Univ. Press,
1957. AMS Press, 1968.

Redlich, Fritz. The German Military Enterpriser and His Work Force: A Study in
European Economic and Social History. 2 vols. Wiesbaden: Franz Steiner,
1964-65.

Richardson, Lewis Fry. Statistics of Deadly Quarrels. Edited by Quincy Wright
and C. C. Lienau. Pittsburgh: Boxwood, 1960.

Richmond, Herbert. Statesmen and Sea Power. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1946.
Ritter, Gerhard. Frederick the Great: A Historical Profile. Translated with

introduction by Peter Paret. Berkeley: Univ. of Calif. Press, 1968.
Roberts, Michael. Essays in Swedish History. London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson,

1967.
-. The Military Revolution, 1560-1660. Belfast: Queens Univ. Press, 1956.

Runciman, Steven. The Fall of Constantinople, 1453. London: Cambridge Univ.
Press, paperback, 1969.

-. A History of the Crusades. 3 vols. London: Cambridge Univ. Press,
paperback, 1951-55.



Military History to the End of the Eighteenth Century 115

-. The Sicilian Vespers: A History of the Mediterranean World in the Later
Thirteenth Century. London: Cambridge Univ. Press, paperback, 1958.

Sanceau, Elaine. Henry the Navigator: The Story of a Great Prince and His
Times. Hamden, Conn.: Shoe String Press, Archon, 1969.

Savory, Reginald. His Britannic Majesty's Army in Germany During the Seven
Years' War. New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1966.

Scouller, R. E. The Armies of Queen Anne. New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1966.
Scullard, H. H. Scipio Africanus: Soldier and Politican. Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell

Univ. Press, 1970.
Smail, R. C. Crusading Warfare, 1097-1193. London: Cambridge Univ. Press,

1967.
Snodgrass, A. M. Arms and Armour of the Greeks. Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell Univ.

Press, 1967.
Spaulding, Oliver L., Jr.; Nickerson, Hoffman; and Wright, John W. Warfare: A

Study of Military Methods from the Earliest Times. Washington: Infantry
Journal Press, 1939.

Stacey, Charles P. Quebec, 1759: The Siege and the Battle. New York: St. Martin's
Press, 1959.

Starr, Chester G., Jr. The Emergence of Rome as Ruler of the Western World.
Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell Univ. Press, paperback, 1953.
-. The Roman Imperial Navy, 31 B.C.-A.D. 324. Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell Univ.
Press, 1941.

Storr, Anthony. Human Aggression. New York: Atheneum, 1968.
Stoye, John. The Siege of Vienna. London: Collins, 1964.
Sun Tzu. The Art of War. Translated with an introduction by Samuel B. Griffith.

New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1963.
Symcox, Geoffrey, ed. War, Diplomacy, and Imperialism, 1618-1763. New York:

Harper and Row, 1973.
Taylor, F. L. The Art of War in Italy, 1494-1529. London: Cambridge Univ. Press,

1921.
Thompson, E. A. The Early Germans. New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1965.
Toy, Sidney. A History of Fortification from 3000 B.C. to A.D. 1700. London:

Heinemann, 1955.
Trease, Geoffrey. The Condottieri: Soldiers of Fortune. New York: Holt, Rinehart

and Winston, 1971.
Tunis, Edwin. Weapons: A Pictorial History. Cleveland: World, 1954.
Turney-High, Harry Holbert. Primitive War: Its Practice and Concepts. 2d ed.

Columbia: Univ. of S.C. Press, paperback, 1971.
Unwin, T. Raynor. The Defeat of John Hawkins: A Biography of His Third

Slaving Voyage. New York: Macmillan, 1960.
Vaughan, Richard. John the Fearless: The Growth of Burgundian Power. New

York: Barnes and Noble, 1966.
-. Philip the Bold: The Formation of the Burgundian State. Cambridge,

Mass.: Harvard Univ. Press, 1962.
-. Philip the Good: The Apogee of Burgundy. New York: Barnes and Noble,

1970.
Walbank, Frank William. The Awful Revolution: The Decline of the Roman

Empire in the West.*Toronto: Univ. of Toronto Press, paperback, 1969.
Waltz, Kenneth N. Man, the State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis. New York:

Columbia Univ. Press, 1959.
Watson, Francis. Wallenstein: Soldier Under Saturn. London: Chatto and

Windus, 1938.
Watson, G. R. The Roman Soldier. Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell Univ. Press, 1969.



11 A Guide to the Study and Use of Military Histmey

Webster, Graham. The Roman Imperial Army. New York: Funk and Wegnalls,
1970.

Wedgwood, C. V. The Thirty Years War. Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1961.
White, Jon Manchip. Marshal of France: The Life and Times of Maurice. Comte de

Saxe (1696-1750). Chicago: Rand McNally, 1962.
White, Lynn, Jr. Medieval Technology and Social Change. 2d ed. New York:

Oxford Univ. Press, paperback, 1962.
Winter, F. E. Greek Fortifications. Toronto: Univ. of Toronto Press, 1971.
Wintringham, Thomas Henry. The Story of Weapons and Tactics. Updated by

J. N. Blashford-Sneil. Hardmonaworth: Penguin, 1974.
Wright, Quincy. A Study of War. Abridged and edited by Louise L. Wright.

!Sicago: Univ. of Chicago Press, paperback. 1965.
Yadin, Yigael. The Art of Warfare in Biblical Lands in the Light of Archaeologi-

cal Study. 2 vols. New York: McGraw-Hill, 1963.
Young, Desmond. Fountain of the Elephants. New York: Harper, 1959.



nml it -----------

Chapter 6

World Military
History, 1786-1945
Jeffrey J. Clarke

NATIONALISM, technology, and the democratic revolution
have been major themes of the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries. Each has reflected a fourth phenomenon of the modern
world, the acceleration or "institutionalization" of change, and
together they have taken military history down roads that
neither Alexander nor Frederick had ever dreamt existed. Major
authors dealing with the theme of change are Carlton J. H. Hayes
(A Generation of Materialism, 1941, and other works on
nationalism), William L. Langer (editor of the "Rise of Modern
Europe" series), and William McNeill (Rise of the West, 1963),
while Robert R. Palmer and Joel Colton's A History of the
Modern World (1971) is one of the best texts covering the entire
period and boasts an excellent bibliography. Other key studies
include Edmund Wilson's To The Finland Station (1940) and
sociologist Barrington Moore, Jr.'s Social Origins of Dictatorship
and Democracy (1966). Wilson traces the rise of socialism and
emphasizes the power of individuals and ideas. Moore, from a
different perspective, sees the varying growth rates of economic
classes as the source of all social conflict. Both studies offer a
good foundation for the comparatively short but incredibly
complex period of Western development and expansion from
1786 to 1945.

Important works focusing more closely on military affairs are
Theodore Ropp's War in the Modern World (1962), Michael
Howard's Studies in War and Peace (1970), Gordon Craig's War,
Politics and Diplomacy (1966), and John U. Nef's pessimistic
War and Human Progress (1950). All would agree with Ropp's
definition of war as "a complex social phenomenon" that is more
than just "a tale of great states, key inventions, or great
captains." Edward Mead Earle's (ed.) Makers of Modern
Strategy (1943) is the best work on military thought and a

Dr. Clarke (Ph.D.. Duke) is a historian with the Current History Branch of CMH
and is preparing a volume on the American advisory effort in South Vietnam.
1965-73.

117



11e A Guide to the Study and Use of Military History

pioneering classic in the field. Gordon Turner's A History of
Military Affairs Since the Eighteenth Century (1956), a source
book of carefully selected readings, and J.F.C. Fuller's The
Conduct of War, 1789-1961 (1961) are also good introductions,
and, for unconventional warfare, Lewis H. Gann's Guerrillas in
History (1971) is short, but still the best study.

Two major works in the field of civil-military relations are
historian Alfred Vagts' Defense and Diplomacy (1956) and the
American political scientist Samuel Huntington's The Soldier
and the State (1957) Huntington examines the growing speciali-
zation and professionalization of the military and the ensuing
change in its relationship to the state from a "subjective" one of
shared goals to a more realistic "objective" one of master and
servant. Vagts approaches the problem from a European point of
view, the Prusso-Germanic experience, and the conclusions
reached in his earlier work, A History of Militarism (1937). From
his corner, military concerns have become almost inseparable
from the domestic and foreign affairs of the national state, and
the influence of military professionals has expanded accord-
ingly. David Ralston's (ed.) Soldiers and States (1966) and
Samuel Edward Finer's The Man on Horseback (1962) grapple
with much the same problem. Finer, a British political theorist,
complements Vagts by pointing out the danger of separating the
military from society and stresses the importance of shared
values and a "common political culture."

The sea and air arms have usually been treated separately. The
mechanization of the former has received excellent coverage in
Bernard Brodie's Sea Power in the Machine Age (1941), but ideas
on air and naval strategy have been more partisan. The gist of the
classic "command of the sea" concept, first broadcast by Alfred
Thayer Mahan in 1890 and last by Brodie in A Guide to Naval
Strategy (1942), was the overwhelming importance of the liquid
medium as both the conduit and generator of national power.
Since then, more modest authors have analyzed military power
in terms of weapons delivery systems originating in one of the
three mediums. In this respect, L. W. Martin's The Sea in Modern
Strategy (1967), stressing the utility of "waterborne" forces, and
Brodie's excellent Strategy in the Missile Age (1959) have much
in common. Giulio Douhet made the first overstatement of
airpower capabilities in The Command of the Air (1921, see
Chapter 4), and the early chapters of Strategy in the Missile Age
take the story from there. Other key works are Eugene Emme's
(ed.) The Impact of Air Power (1959) and I. B. Holley's Ideas and
Weapons (1953). Harold Lasswell's venerable Propaganda
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Technique in the World War (1927) and David Kahn's The
Codebreakers (1967) also treat specialized topics and are
complemented by an almost infinite number of "nuts-and-bolts"
works on military hardware. But the effort to study the interplay
of history and technology is only just beginning.

The Age of European Revolution, 1789-1850
The French Revolution ushered in an era of profound and often

violent change in Western civilization. Louis Gottschalk's The
Era of the French Revolution (1929), Palmer's Twelve Who Ruled
(1941), and Crane Brinton's A Decade of Revolution 1789-1799
(1934) introduce an event that has developed a massive
audience. Underlying this attention has been the use of the
French experience as a model for future revolutions by scholars
and practitioners alike. All have noted the tendency of the
revolution to become more radical, the problems posed by the
Thermidorian Reaction and the "man on horseback," and the
relationship between rapid internal change and conventional
war. It was the antiquated Frederician armies parading at
France's doorstep that both intensified and justified the
revolution and linked the myth of the people's uprising with that
of the nation-in-arms. Lazare Carnot, a middle-class engineer
officer, led Palmer's twelve in organizing French resources and
applying the total war concept to defend the revolutionary gains
already made. Conscription (levde en masse), promotions by
merit, food rationing, price and wage controls, and the
centralization of arms production were all part of a new national
system for waging war. Carnot's efforts are chronicled in Huntly
Dupre's Lazare Carnot, Republican Patriot (1940), and the
reorganization and performance of the army in Ramsay W.
Phipp's The Armies of the First French Republic (five volumes,
1926-39) and Katherine Chorley's Armies and the Art of
Revolution (1943). By 1789 all the critical elements of the
Napoleonic system of waging war were present (Ropp outlines
these elements as command decentralization, massed artillery,
emphasis on pursuit, and use of mixed line and column
formations).

Robespierre's successors failed to remedy France's economic
ills and restrain her most ambitious general. In 1799 Napoleon
Bonaparte overthrew the government and by 1804 had himself
declared absolute ruler of France. The upstart emperor brought
internal peace to France and marshaled all her resources in an
effort to achieve lasting French hegemony on the continent.
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Three recent biographies are Pieter Geyle's remarkable Napo-
leon, For and Against (1949), James M. Thompson's Napoleon
Bonaparte: His Rise and His Fall (1951), and F. M. H. Markham's
Napoleon (1963); his string of decisive battle victories are ably
discussed in W. G. F. Jackson's Attack in the West (1953) and
David G. Chandler's The Campaigns of Napoleon (1966). But in
Iberia, on the Atlantic, and east of the Niemen, French eagles
encountered Spanish nationalism, British seapower, and some of
the most barren lands in Europe. In Russia Napoleon lost a half-
million men, and his failure encouraged the fourth and final
coalition against France. The best firsthand account of the 1812
adventure is the Count de Segur's Napoleon's Russian Campaign
(1825). The three-day Battle of Nations in October 1813
completed the turnabout, and the hundred days that preceded
Waterloo only spooked the jittery statesmen of Vienna. Long
before Bonaparte's final exile, what Liddell Hart titled The Ghost
of Napoleon (1933) could be seen throughout Europe.

The key British military leaders were Arthur Wellesley (Duke
of Wellington) and Horatio Nelson. Sir Charles Petrie's
Wellington: A Reassessment (1956) is one of many good
treatments of the duke, and the standard work on Britain's
greatest sea captain is Carola Oman's Nelson (1946). W.F.P.
Napier's History of the War in the Peninsula (six volumes,
1828-40) is the classic account of Britain's effort to succor Spain
and Portugal, and is seconded by Charles Oman's superlative
study, Wellington's Army (1912). The War in the Mediterra-
nean, 1803-1810 (1957) is covered by Piers Mackesy, The Battle
of the Nile (1960) by Oliver Warner, and Nelson's decisive
victory over the combined fleets of France and Spain by Dudley
Pope's Decision at Trafalgar (1960). Michael Lewis's A Social
History of the Navy, 1793-1815 (1960) is a deeper analysis of
Britain's wood and sail technicians and is a gold mine of
information.

Napoleon's travels into Central Europe speeded up the
awakening of German nationalism. While Freiherr vom Stein
"junked" much of Prussia's rigid social and economic structure,
Scharnhorst, Gneisenau and others sought to make the army
more modern, professional, and democratic, and Hardenberg and
Yorck maneuvered the small state on to the winning side of the
Viennese conference table. The medley of reformers is covered
by William 0. Shanahan's Prussian Military Reforms,
1786-1813 (1945) and Peter Paret's comprehensive Yorck and
the Era of Prussian Reform 1807-1815 (1966). Tsar Alexander I
was an eighteenth-century monarch of a medieval state, and this
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may explain Russia's bizarre response to the whole affair. But
both Catherine's Suvarov and Alexander's Kutuzov responded
to the French military challenge and gave Russians their first
national experience. In The Art of Victory, Philip Longworth
treats The Life and Achievements of Field Marshal Suvarov,
1729-1800 (1965), while Roger Parkinson's The Fox of the North
(1976) covers his successor.

The Congress of Vienna restored a European balance of power
and inaugurated a century without a general European war. Led
by the Austrian prime minister, Prince Klemens von Metternich,
the restoration of the monarchical system was approved by all
the great powers, including France; liberalism, nationalism, and
democracy were correctly regarded as subversive to the
established order and were rigorously opposed. The best
accounts are Harold Nicolson's The Congress of Vienna (1946)
and Henry A. Kissinger's A World Restored (1957). The liberal
cause of the 1820s is treated in Christopher M. Woodhouse's The
Greek War for Independence (1952) and the Russian fiasco in
Anatole Mazour's The First Russian Revolution, 1825 (1937).
Revolutionaries were also crushed in England, Germany, and
Spain, the last with French troops, but Latin America main-
tained its independence when London vetoed Russian proposals
for massive European intervention. For an introduction see John
B. Trend's Bolivar and the Independence of Spanish America
(1946) and Jay Kinsbrunner's Bernardo O'Higgins (1968).

In the early 1830s revolutions again broke out across the
continent. Their success in Western Europe-a constitutional
monarch for the French, independence for the Belgians, and the
right to vote for the English upper middle class-was balanced
by their complete failure in the east. The revolutions of 1848
repeated the same pattern. While in France socialism divided the
revolutionaries and delivered the bourgeoisie to Louis Napoleqn,
nationalism remained the dominant theme east of the Rhine and
south of the Alps. Assorted dukes and princes were booted from
Italy, the Habsburg Empire temporarily disintegrated, Metter-
nich was forced into exile, and Frederick William IV hurriedly
granted a constitution to his bewildered Prussian subjects. But
by the end of the spring the revolutions had run their course. In
Prussia the vacillating monarch refused the imperial German
crown, and to the south Austria's "counterinsurgency" gener-
als-Benedek, Radetsky, Windischgritz, and the Croat Jella-
chich-crushed the Italian and Slav rebels and, with Russian
aid, destroyed Kossuth's Magyar armies.

After brushing aside the Decembrists, Alexander's brother,
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Nicholas 1, established the most reactionary regime in Europe,
crushed the Polish nationalists in 1831 (but was unable to send
expeditions to Belgium or France), and sent over 100,000 troops
to aid the Austrians in 1849. But as events would prove five years
later, the Russian Army was little better than a massive police
force. Priscilla Robertson's Revolutions of 1848: A Social Study
(1952) is the best book on 1848, and The Russian Army Under
Nicholas 1 (1965) by John Shelton Curtiss is a trenchant work on
the decline of the tsar's legions and an indispensable background
to the Crimean War.

The Rise of Nation-States, 1850-1914

As long as Britain led the industrial revolution, she also led in
technological innovations, or at least was able to make the fullest
use of them to uphold the Atlantic Pax Britannica. Throughout
the nineteenth century, British yards built good ships faster than
any other two powers combined and allowed London to steer a
"blue water" course free from European entanglements while
promoting what it considered a balance of power on the
continent. The critical later period is treated by Arthur T.
Marder's excellent The Anatomy of British Sea Power (1940),
and Christopher Lloyd's The Navy and the Slave Trade (1949)
discusses one matter that American and French revolutionaries
left unsolved. For Britain's greatest challenge, see Ernest
Woodward's Great Britain and the German Navy (1935) and
Alfred von Tirpitz's My Memoirs (1919).

Like the French, British generals did well fighting non-
European military fordes abroad but never mastered the art of
amphibious operations. Wellington's ghost may account for the
Crimean and Gallipoli debacles. In the first case, both sides had
critical supply problems, and mutual ineptitude produced a war
of attrition. The best account is Col. Edward Haniley's The War
in the Crimea (1890). Hamley, a participant, and G.F.R.
Henderson were the foremost British military critics of the
nineteenth century, and both are discussed in Jay Luvaas's The
Education of an Army (1964). C. B. Woodham-Smith's Florence
Nightingale- (1951) and The Reason Why (1953) are probing
biographies and are eminently readable, as is Donald Morris's
The Washing of the Spears (1965), a re-creation of the tragic Zulu
wars. Brian Bond's (ed.) recent Victorian Military Campaigns
(1967), however, is all one needs on Britain's "small wars."

Late nineteenth-century European imperialism only reflected
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growing continental rivalries. From 1899 to 1902 South African
Dutch waged a guerrilla war against British expansion and
barely managed to force what amounted to a draw. Works like
Rayne Kruger's Good-Bye Dolly Gray (1960) are fine narratives
but emphasize campaign history and tend to romanticize a
"popular" war that saw the incarceration of 120,000 Boer women
and children, of whom an estimated 20,000 perished through
disease and neglect. For the ensuing period, John K. Dunlop's The
Development of the British Army, 1899-1914 (1938) provides
background, and key figures are treated in Philip Magnus'
Kitchener (1958) and Dudley Sommer's Haldane of Cloan (1960).

While Britain was ruling the seas, the "great questions" of
Europe were being settled by "blood and iron." What the
revolutionaries had failed to do in 1789, 1830, and 1848, great
statesmen arid great armies would accomplish, or so it seemed.
While neither lomini nor Clausewitz bequeathed any magic
formula to the Prussian generals, the latter were the first to
marry the military staff system with "higher" military educa-
tion. Their most notable offspring, the "Grosser Generalstab," or

General Staff, was composed of the country's brightest officers
and charged with formulation of doctrine and war plans
independent of the traditional chai._ of command. The best
treatment is Gordon Craig's The Politics of the Prussian Army,
1640-1945 (1955) which emphasizes the development of German
militarism and its deleterious effects on the nation's future.
Although Craig sought the origins of the Nazi phenomenon in
Prussia's military tradition, Barrington Moore may be closer to
the truth when he explores the impact of revolutions from above
and their stifling effect on Germany's social growth-Social
Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy (1966).

Both Italy and Germany were unified under comparatively
liberal constitutional regimes after three short, decisive wars
between 1859 and 1871; Britain had received the message earlier
and began granting self-governing dominion status to her most
powerful possessions at the same time, but the rest of Europe had
to wait until World War I. Other ingredients in the Prussian story
can be found in E. A. Pratt's The Rise of Rail-Power in War and
Conquest, 1853-1914 (1915) and Eugene N. Anderson's The
Social and Political Conflict in Prussia, 1858-1864 (1954), while
Jay Luvaas's The Military Legacy of the Civil War (1959) is also
valuable. Napoleon III emerged intact from the Crimea,
supported Count Camillo di Cavour with troops in 1859, but lost
his nerve after Solferino. The emperor fared no better in Mexico,
where the end of America's Civil War precipitated a rapid French
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withdrawal leaving the romantic Archduke Maximilian to face
the traditional Latin American music. Cavour's long struggle to
unify Italy ended successfully in 1870, and John Parris's The
Lion of Caprera: A Biography of Giuseppe Garibaldi (1962)
treats his unexpected and colorful ally. To the north, Prussia's
seven-week triumph over Austria is covered by Gordon Craig's
excellent The Battle of Kdniggritz (1964) and her decisive defeat
of Louis Napoleon in Michael Howard's fine The Franco-
Prussian War (1961). Behind everything seemed to be the hand of
the Prussian Chancellor, Otto von Bismarck.

In France, the defeat of the Second Empire's highly paid,
professional army in 1870 discredited the concept of an all-
volunteer military force for the immediate future. Complications
arose when Parisian republicans objected to Prussia's harsh
peace terms, refused to recognize the newly elected National
Assembly, and established their own revolutionary government,
the Commune, to continue the war effort. But the conservative
Assembly-most of its members were royalists-saw the
municipal body as a threat to the existing social order and
directed its remaining armies against it. While the Prussians
stepped aside, French regulars crushed the Commune in some of
the cruelest fighting ever seen in Western Europe. In the wake of
the battle, some 38,000 suspected Communards were arrested,
20,000 put to death, and 7,500 deported to New Caledonia. The
tragedy is covered in Melvin Kranzberg's The Siege of Paris,
1870-1871 (1950).

Better known is the explosive Dreyfus Affair that divided
France in the 1890s. Guy Chapman's The Dreyfus Case: A
Reassessment (1955) is one of the better works addressing the
case of a young ewish general staff officer falsely accused of
espionage and the efforts of individuals, both in and outside of
the defense establishment, to protect or expose the Army's
original error. But the passions of the affair were soon forgotten
in the upsurge of nationalism that spread throughout Europe.
Richard Challener's The French Theory of the Nation in Arms,
1866-1939 (1955) examines the close relationships between
internal politics, foreign policy, and military strategy and
doctrine, including the arguments for professional and draftee
armies. Although the great Socialist leader Jean Jauras champi-
oned a short-term, defensive militia in his L'Armde nouvelle
published in 1910 (the abridged English version is Democracy
and Military Service, 1916), until World War I other ideas held
sway. David Ralston's fine The Army of the Republic (1967)
covers the period before 1914, and Paul-Marie de La Gorce's The
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French Army: A Military-Political History (1963) sketches the
story up to Algeria. By then even the French were beginning to
realize that France was no longer a great power.

The Great European War, 1914-1918

The First World War was essentially a continental affair. The
war's origins, a point of heated debate, were also European.
Popular democracy had fueled intense national rivalries which
in turn had produced governments that sought national
objectives through complex alliances and expanded armaments.
A general war had been almost inevitable. One of the most
balanced accounts is by an American scholar, Laurence Lafore,
whose The Long Fuse: An Interpretation of the Origins of World
War 1 (1965) avoids the tangle over war guilt and concentrates on
unraveling and weighing the multiple factors involved.

Perhaps even more fascinating is Dwight E. Lee's survey of the
more partisan literature in The Outbreak of the First World War:
Who was Responsible? (1963). Because the treaty of Versailles
fixed the blame for the war on Germany and its allies, basic
primary source material on the origins of the war became
available far earlier than historians had reason to expect.
Anxious to refute the Allied verdict, the Germans quickly
published documents from their diplomatic archives, an act
which prompted other governments to open their records in
response. From a study of this evidence, one early revisionist,
Harry Elmer Barnes, in The Genesis of the World War (1926),
concluded that "direct and immediate responsibility for its
outbreak" fell upon Serbia, France, and Russia, with Germany
and Britain "tied for last place." Other respected historians, like
Bernadotte E. Schmitt in The Coming of the War, 1914 (two
volumes, 1930), insisted that Germany had to bear the main
share of the blame for the war. But in a work that has stood the
test of time remarkably well, The Origins of the World War (two
volumes, 1930), Sidney Bradshaw Fay determined that "all the
European countries, in a greater or less degree, were responsi-
ble." In the 1960s the controversy was fueled by two leading
German historians, Gerhard Ritter and Fritz Fischer. Ritter's
The Sword and the Scepter (1954-70) develops his earlier
analysis in the Schlieffen Plan (1956) and accuses Germany's
war planners of ignoring political factors. Fischer, in Germany's
Aims in the First World War (1967) and his recent expansion of
the same topic, War of Illusions: German Policies from 1911 to
1914 (1975), has a broader target. The author portrays 1914 as a
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German war of conquest, a "Griff nach der Weltmacht," and a
cruel substitute for greatly needed social and political reforms at
home.

The war brought European military participation, subordina-
tion, and cohesion to a high pitch. Aspects of the home front
struggle are treated in the international Carnegie Endowment
series, Economic and Social History of the World War, edited by
James T. Shotwell (150 volumes, 1921-40) which includes
superior works like William H. Beveridge's British Food Control
(1928) and Albrecht Mendelssohn-Bartholdy's The War and
German Society: The Testament of a Liberal (1937). Frank P.
Chamber's The War Behind the War, 1914-1918 (1939) is the best
general study and traces the gradual centralization of social and
economic controls necessitated by the war.

The immediate benefits of "war socialism" were dubious. Each
sacrifice, each political, economic, or social concession to the
war effort, ran the bidding up and made it more difficult to
withdraw from the game without losing everything. The
deepening commitment to total military victory was never
seriously questioned. In the end, the struggle took the lives of at
least ten million individuals, incapacitated about twenty million
more, ruined Europe's economy, and discredited a culture that
would allow such a slaughter to take place. Both Rend Albrecht-
Carrig's The Meaning of the First World War (1965) and editor
Jack J. Roth's World War I: A Turning Point in Modern History
(1967) address the war's significance. Histories of its conduct
have been more numerous. Two excellent short studies are Cyril
Falls's The Great War (1959) and B. H. Liddell Hart's A History of
the World War, 1914-1918 (a 1970 revision of his The Real War,
1930). In the latter, the British military critic exposes the failure
of Allied generalship and presents his indirect approach thesis
(see Chapter 4). Falls gives greater weight to strategic and
tactical problems facing commanders on the Western Front and
also supplies a broader coverage of the war. Of the official
operational histories, Britain's The Great War (edited by Sir
James Edward Edmonds, Wilfrid Miles, and Henry Rodolph
Davies, forty-five volumes, 1927-47), although not without bias,
is the best, and C. E. W. Bean's excellent Anzac to Amiens (1946),
a semiofficial summary of the Australian effort, is the most
readable (see Chapter 22).

Basic works on command and strategy within the Allied camp
are Paul Guinn's British Strategy and Politics, 1914 to 1918
(1965), Jere Clemens King's Generals and Politicians: Conflict
between France's High Command, Parliament and Government,
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1914-1918 (1951), and Sir Frederick Maurice's Lessons of Allied
Co-operation (1942). Once the promised quick victories failed to
materialize, the war councils of the western democracies were
taken over by strong civilian leaders headed by France's Georges
Clemenceau and Britain's David Lloyd George. On the formula-
tion of British strategy, Great Britain and the War of 1914-1918
(1967) by Sir Ernest Woodward is supplemented by Maurice
Hankey's The Supreme Command, 1914-1918 (two volumes,
1961) and Field Marshall Sir Henry Wilson: His Life.and Diaries
(1927) edited by Charles E. Callwell. The last is lively and
caustic and is complemented by a sympathetic biography, Basil
Collier's Brasshat (1961), and a harsh criticism, General Sir
Hubert Gough's Soldiering On (1954).

The opening plays are reported in Barbara Tuchman's
fascinating and popular The Guns of August (1962). For a more
detailed review of the initial war of movement in the west, see
Sewell Tyng's The Campaign of the Marne, 1914 (1935) and John

Terraine's Mons: The Retreat to Victory (1960). Forthe other end
of Europe, the standard English language battle study is Sir
Edmund Ironside's Tannenberg: The First Thirty Days in East
Prussia (1925). Of all the offensives, the German came closest to
success, but was thwarted by French stubbornness and German
overconfidence. Thereafter, mutual exhaustion and trench
warfare ended the war of movement, and the struggles described
in Alistair Home's The Price of Glory (1962) and Leon Wolff's In
Flanders Fields (1958) are more typical of what followed. For a
tactical overview, see P. M. H. Lucas's The Evolution of Tactical
Ideas in France and Germany During the War of 1914-1918
(1925) and, at the ground level, read Charles Carrington's A
Subaltern's War (1929) or Charles Douie's The Weary Road
(1929). Some of the better anthologies are Eugene L6hrke's
Armageddon (1930) and Guy Chapman's Vain Glory (1937),
while Arthur Marwick examines changing British attitudes
toward the war in The Deluge: British Society and the First
World War (1965).

Generalship has been hotly debated. Correlli Barnett's The
Swordbearers (1963) and Liddell Hart's earlier Through the Fog
of War (1938) are two of many that take up the British
commander, Sir Douglas Haig. Haig came to personify the
strategy of attrition, and favorable treatments include Maj. Gen.
Sir John Davidson's Haig, Master of the Field (1953), but to Alan
Clark he was just another one of The Donkeys (1961) whose
strategy threatened Britain's chance to survive even a final
victory. Other important works are Hugh M. Urquhart's angry



lU A Guide to the Study and Use of Military History

Arthur Currie: The Biography of a Great Canadian (1950) and
Hubert Gough's story in The Fifth Army (1931); both were key
subordinates to Haig.

Good studies of French generalship are few. Edward L.
Spears's Liaison 1914 (1930) and lean de Pierrefeu's French
Headquarters, 1915-1918 (1924) complement Marshal Joseph
Joffre's translated Personal Memoirs (1932), Liddell Hart's Foch:
The Man of Orleans (1931), and Jan Tanenbaum's recent
biography, General Maurice Sarrail (1974). Joffre claims credit
for the Marne, Liddell Hart feels Foch was a slow learner, and
there are no good histories of Nivelle, Pdtain, or the mutinies of
1917. After the disastrous Nivelle offensive on the Aisne, French
morale crumbled and some fifty-four divisions were affected by
"collective indiscipline." There was little organized violence,
disturbances were generally confined to the rear, and the
Germans never realized the scope of the affair. In the end some
23,000 soldiers were court-martialed, but only 432 received
death sentences, 55 were shot, and, under a more cautious com-
mander in chief, the army was saved from total collapse.

The German generals were no more successful than their
opponents. Erich von Falkenhayn, who relieved Moltke (the
younger) in 1914 and was replaced two years later, gives an
overview in The German General Staff and Its Decisions,
1914-1916 (1920). The exploits of his successors, the Hinden-
burg-Ludendorff team, are discussed in Donald J. Goodspeed's
Ludendorff: Genius of World War 1 (1966) and John W. Wheeler-
Bennett's Wooden Titan: Hindenburg in Twenty Years of
German History (1936). Ludendorff later supervised the German
war effort but was unable to transfer his tactical genius to other
areas. One of his most brilliant staff officers, Max Hoffmann,
was also his worst critic in War Diaries and Other Papers (1929).

There is no account of the shrewd Austrian Commander,
Conrad von Hotzendorff, but Russia's best leader, Alexei
Brusilov, has written A Soldier's Notebook, 1914-1918 (1930),
which complements Sir Alfred Knox's standard With the
Russian Army, 1914-1917 (1921). The best study on the decline
of the tsarist state is Hugh Seton-Watson's The Russian Empire,
1801-1917 (1967), while the 1905 Revolution is examined in
Sidney Harcave's excellent First Blood (1964) and director
Sergei Eisenstein's Potemkin (1926), a classic silent film. Two
wars showed that the Russian tsar could suppress internal
dissent and wage war, but not at the same time. By the end of
1916, with "Nicky" running the ill-provisioned armies, and
Rasputin and the empress heading the state, the collapse was
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almost inevitable. The revolutionary period is introduced by
William Henry Chamberlin's standard The Russian Revolution,
1917-1921 (1935) and Isaac Deutscher's superb biographies,
Trotsky (three volumes, 1954-63) and Stalin (1949), but there are
many gaps.

The collapse of the Eastern Front failed to end the war, and the
naval and southern theaters were indecisive. The desert war is
covered by T. E. Lawrence's classic Seven Pillars of Wisdom
(1926) and Field Marshal Archibald P. Wavell's Allenby: A
Study in Greatness (1940-43) and his earlier The Palestine
Campaigns (1928). The latter are excellent campaign and
leadership analyses, but, like the African campaigns, they have
little to do with Europe, and Allied forces in Italy and the
Balkans remained stalemated. In 1915 Churchill directed
B ain's massive amphibious campaign against the Straits but
%s unable to cut the Turkish knot. The full story of the Allied
disaster is told in Gallipoli Diary (1920) by the British Com-
mander-in-Chief, Sir Ian Hamilton, and Gallipoli (1929-32), the
superb official account by C. F. Aspinall-Oglander. For the
defending side, there is Hamilton's opposite, Otto Liman von
Sanders and his Five Years in Turkey (1927).

To the north, the Royal Navy kept the lid on German sea
power. Arthur J. Marder's sweeping From the Dreadnought to
Scapa Flow (five volumes, 1961-70) is the best account, and R. H.
Gibson and Maurice Pendergast's The German Submarine War,
1914-1918 (1931) is best on Germany's greatest threat. The
German high seas admirals were unwilling to risk a major
encounter and sat out the war on the wrong side of the Kiel Canal.
Their one major engagement with the British Grand Fleet off the
coast of Danish Jutland was accidental. Good stories of what
was the largest naval encounter to that date are Donald
Macintyre's fine Jutland (1958) and, for the German side,
Reinhard Scheer's Germany's High Seas Fleet in the World War
(1920). Scheer piloted the Kaiser's fleet and matched wits with
Britain's 'finest captains whose stories are told in A. Temple
Patterson's Jellicoe (1969) and Admiral W. S. Chalmers's The
Life and Letters of David Earl Beatty (1951). Moving away from
the traditional biographies and battle studies is Daniel Horn's
The German Naval Mutinies of World War 1 (1969), one of
several recent works combining history and sociology.

Military technology offered another way to end the stalemate
in the west. Defenses could be paralyzed by poison gases,
shattered by armored "land battleships," or bypassed by flying
machines. But these alternatives were never thoroughly



A Guide to the Study and Use of Military History

pursued-aircraft design was still primitive, gas indiscriminate,
and both the submarine and tank used hesitantly by their
respective employers. Most air literature is romantic, but
Raymond H. Fredette's The Sky on Fire (1966) is sound, as is Maj.
Gen. Alden H. Waitt's Gas Warfare (1942). The tank, or armored
fighting vehicle, was more of a "felt need" than either the
airplane or submarine, and its origin is well documented in
Liddell Hart's excellent The Tanks (1959), which covers both
world wars from the British point of view. But despite the
massive employment of thousands of these devices, the essential
nature of World War I remained unchanged.

World War II and the Decline of Europe, 1919-1945

The failure of Western leaders to develop a community of
interest and deal with a series of worldwide financial crises were
major contributing factors to the Second World War. Laurence
Lafore's recent The End of Glory: An Interpretation of the
Origins of World War 11( 1970) introduces the problem with a
good discussion of A. 1. P. Taylor's controversial The Origins of
The Second World War (1961). Taylor portrayed Hitler as a
popular leader pursuing traditional German goals. His efforts to
revise the harsh Versailles peace settlement were encouraged by
the vacillating policies of London and Parib and the ensuing war
was a colossal blunder that stronger statesmen could have
avoided. In contrast, Taylor's opponents would agree with
Ernest Nolte's Three Faces of Fascism (1966) that totalitarian
Germany represented something new and threatening to
Western culture, and the irrational use of force was implicit in its
ideological underpinnings. Robert G. Waite sees The Free Corps
Movement in Post War Germany, 1918-1923 as the Vanguard of
Nazism (195,.) and a training ground for paramilitary politics.
The German Army did not intervene openly in Weimar's political
process, but its impact was heavy until subordinated by Hitler.
Some fine studies are Francis L. Carsten's The Reichswehr and
Politics, 1918-1933 (1966) and Wheeler-Bennett's The Nemesis
of Power (1953), complemented by Reichswehr chief Hans von
Seeckt's Thoughts of a Soldier (1930).

Spain was the first real sample of Hitler's political-military
methods and a warning to Russia and the West. The Western
democracies were too divided to aid the Republic and, with only
limited assistance from the Soviet Union and the International
Brigades, the Loyalists fell to General Francisco Franco's better
equipped legions after a bitter three-year struggle. Hugh
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Thomas's impartial The Spanish Civil War (1961) and Gabriel
Jackson's more comprehensive The Spanish Republic and the
Civil War, 1931-1939 (1965) are both excellent. Gerald Brenan's
The Spanish Labyrinth (1943) discusses the war's background,
while the more exciting firsthand accounts are George Orwell's
disillusioned Homage to Catalonia (1938) and the well-known
interpretations of Hemingway and Malraux. All fought for the
Republic.

General European war began in September 1939. While Britain
and France expected another long war of attrition, the German
dictator destroyed or intimidated his opponents with a series of
quick, decisive victories. Poland, Norway, Denmark, Holland,
Belgium, and France fell to the mechanized blitzkrieg with
surprising speed, and Churchill's England barely managed to
weather the storm that followed. Unable to defeat Britain and
fearing an eventual Anglo-American coalition in the west, Hitler
needed military security in the east and assured supplies of food
and raw materials. To secure this, he launched an invasion of
Russia in mid-1941. Stubborn resistance by both Russia and
Britain finally ended the Nazi war of movement and, with the
American entrance, turned the struggle into a war of technologi-
cal attrition in the West and manpower attrition in the East, with
Germany the loser. The Western Allies made up for Gallipoli by a
dazzling series of amphibious invasions more reminiscent of
Foch's strategy of 1918 than of the indirect approach. Once the
huge Russian armies began rolling in from the steppes, Germany
was overwhelmed and Europe divided between American and
Soviet spheres of influence.

The best single-volume study is Gordon Wright's The Ordeal
of Total War, 1939-1945 (1968). Other fine histories include
Brigadier Peter Young's World War (1966), Basil Collier's A
Short History of the Second World War (1967) and Fuller's The
Second World War (1948). Official histories of the war were
produced by the United States, Great Britain, Australia, New
Zealand, Canada, South Africa, the Soviet Union, and others. All
are narratives based on official documents, and most are more
balanced and professional than their World War I predecessors.
The most comprehensive foreign series is the United Kingdom's
History of the Second World War which includes separate civil
(twenty-nine volumes), medical (twenty-one volumes), and
military (twenty-nine volumes) series, although, unlike their
U.S. counterparts, they are devoid of both citations and
bibliographical notes (see Chapter 22). Soviet historians, not
unexpectedly, have been plagued by ideological intrusions and

i
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are currentlymaking at least their second attempt at an officially
acceptable version. Even these massive projects have been
dwarfed by a vast outpouring of popular literature-paperback
memoirs, biographies, small-unit operations, technical histories,
many of which are based on the official histories and the sources
noted in James E. O'Neill and Robert W. Krauskopf (eds.) World
War 11: An Account of Its Documents (1976).

Interwar French leaders had rejected the idea of a quick-strike,
mechanized, professional army and opted for a larger draftee
force with more depth. Whatever can be said of their strategy,
there was no immediate invasion and France was given eight
months to prepare for the expected assault. The army was lost
when its commander, General Maurice Gamelin, committed his
mobile reserves prematurely; the country was lost when his
successors lost the will to fight. The sideshows were the
deceptive Winter War between Russia and Finland, and The
Campaign in Norway treated officially by Thomas K. Derry
(1952). The standard battle studies are Col. Adolphe Goutard's
The Battle of France, 1940 (1959) and Lionel F. Ellis's official The
War in France and Flanders (1953), with a good firsthand
account by Spears in Assignment to Catastrophe (two volumes,
1954-55). A more searching study of France's psychological
collapse is Marc Bloch's brilliant Strange Defeat (1949), and, for
the Army's thrust into the political arena, Philip Bankwitz's
Maxime Weygand and Civil-Military Relations in Modern
France (1967) is excellent.

Weygand succeeded Gamelin and prepared the way for
Pdtain's armistice. But as de Gaulle predicted, France had lost a
battle but not the war, and both he and Churchill were guided by
their broader vistas of history. De Gaulle's The Edge of the
Sword (1932), together with his War Memoirs (five volumes,
1955-60), and Churchill's The Second World War (six volumes,
1948-53) are autobiographical testaments to their strengths and
weaknesses. Lord Hankey's Diplomacy by Conference (1946)
and Liddell Hart's Memoirs (1965-66) and The British Way in
Warfare (1932) reflect the island's prewar yearning for the "blue
water" strategy which the fall of France now made inevitable.
For the war, Churchill's histories are complemented by the
official series and balanced by Sir Arthur Bryant's A History of
the War Years Based on the Diaries of Field-Marshal Lord
Alanbrooke, Chief of the Imperial General Staff (two volumes,
1957-59).

Britain's command of the air and sea insured her immediate
survival. The development of the Royal Air Force is covered in



World Military History, 1786-1545 133

Philip Joubert de Ia Ferte's The Third Service (1955) and Peter
Townsend's Duel of Eagles (1970), and operations are presented
by Denis Richards and Hilary A. Saunders' Royal Air Force,
1939-1945 (three volumes, 1953-54). The official account of
Britain's Strategic Air Offense Against Germany (four volumes,
1961) by Charles Kingsley Webster and Noble Frankland is
supplemented by the U.S. Air Force histories and Anthony
Verrier's The Bomber Offensive (1968). The results were
controversial, and indiscriminate bombing may have only
stiffened resistance on both sides.

For the Royal Navy, Stephen W. Roskill's The War at Sea
(three volumes, 1954-61) is the excellent official study and is
supplemented by his shorter White Ensign (1960) and Samuel
Eliot Morison's official histories of the American effort. Two key
biographies by William S. Chalmers are Full Cycle: The
Biography of Admiral Sir Bertram Home Ramsay (1959), which
includes the Dunkirk episode, and Max Horton and the Western
Approaches (1954), and, on the development of British amphib-
ious warfare, Brigadier Bernard Fergusson's The Watery Maze
(1961) is valuable.

On the ground, the larger implications are discussed in
William McNeill's America, Britain and Russia: Their Coopera-
tion and Conflict, 1941-1946 (1953) and Herbert Feis's Churchill-
Roosevelt-Stalin: The War They Waged and the Peace They
Sought (1957). Operational differences between British and
American commanders are brought out in Field Marshal
Montgomery's Memoirs (1958) and Maj. Gen. Hubert Essame's
The Battle for Germany (1969). More balanced are the official
history, Victory in the West (1962-68) by Ellis, and Reginald W.
Thompson's recent Montgomery, the Field Marshal (1969).

The role of the Mediterranean theater is difficult to analyze.
Trumbull Higgins explores the matter in Soft Underbelly: The
Anglo-American Controversy over the Italian Campaign,
1939-1945 (1968), but the best book is Michael Howard's The
Mediterranean Strategy in the Second World War (1968). British
interest "east of Suez" was hard to shake off. The Balkans and
Crete are taken up in Walter Ansel's Hitler and the Middle Sea
(1972), and the Mediterranean war is covered broadly but
apologetically by Marc Antonio Pragadin's The Italian Navy in
World War 11 (1957) and by Admiral Paul Auphan and Jacques
Mordal's extremely biased The French Navy in World War 11
(1959). None of the avant-garde dictatorships had aircraft
carriers or adequate radar. Britain's master stroke-a naval air
attack against an anchored Italian fleet-is described in Don
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Newton and A. Cecil Hampshire's Taranto (1959) and the local
British sea lords in Admiral Andrew B. Cunningham's A Sailor's
Odyssey (1951), Admiral Philip Vian's Action This Day (1960),
and Macintyre's Fighting Admiral: The Life of Admiral of the
Fleet Sir James Somerville (1961). The antagonists in North
Africa are dealt with in Robert John Collins's Lord Wavell (1947),
John Robertson's Auchinleck (1959), Alan Moorehead's Mont-
gomery (1946) and Ronald Lewin's Rommel as Military Com-
mander (1968), the last complementing The Rommel Papers
(1953), edited by Liddell Hart, and all evaluated in Barnett's The
Desert Generals (1960). See also 1. A. I. Agar-Hamilton and
L. C. F. Turner's Crisis in the Desert, May-July 1942 (1952), and
Dereck Jewell's (ed.) experimental Alamein and the Desert War
(1968). On the mainland, the painfully slow advance up the
Italian peninsula is plotted in General W. G. F. Jackson's The
Battle for Italy (1967) supplemented by Field Marshal Albert
Kesselring's A Soldier's Record (1954) and General Frido von
Senger und Etterlin's Neither Fear Nor Hope (1964).

Allan Bullock's Hitler: A Study in Tyranny (1952) is a good
introduction to the Nazi leadership, and operational decisions
are taken up in Liddell Hart's The Other Side of the Hill (1951).
Heinz Guderian's Panzer Leader (1952), Friedrich von Mellen-
thin's Panzer Battles, 1939-1945 (1955), and Erich von Man-
stein's Lost Victories (1958) represent the younger and more
energetic generals and marshals. Another new element, German-
y's tactical air force, lacked a strategic capability. Good accounts
are Richard Suchenwirth's Historical Turning Points in the
German Air Force War Effort (1959) and Adolf Galland's
eyewitness The First and the Last: The Rise and Fall of the
German Fighter Forces (1954). The real fall came when Germany
failed to replace her first generation of pilots and aircraft.

The neglected Navy is discussed in Admiral Friedrich Ruge's
fine Der Seekrieg (1957, in English), and the best work on
Germany's cross-channel invasion plans is Ansel's Hitler
Confronts England (1960). In Struggle for the Sea (1959),
German naval chief Erich Raeder describes his mistaken efforts
to create a new battle fleet, while his successor, "U-boat"
Admiral Karl Doenitz, related his trials in Memoirs: 10 Years and
20 Days (1959). German submarine production peaked in the
winter of 1944/45, but by then Germany had lost the technologi-
cal race.

Expecting a short war, the Nazi leaders had not begun to
mobilize their economic resources until the end of 1943. The
problem is discussed in Alan S. Milward's The German
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Economy at War (1965); the turnabout is documented in Albert
Speer's Inside the Third Reich (1970); and books like Rudolf
Lusar's German Secret Weapons of the Second World War (1959)
show how slim the margin of victory may have been. Other
elements of the Hitlerian formula are discussed in Louis de long's
The German Fifth Column in the Second World War (1956),
Gerard Reitlinger's The SS (1956), and George H. Stein's The
Waffen SS (1966).

On the Eastern Front, the survival of Russian military
professionalism was a question mark. For the early period see
John Erickson's The Soviet High Command (1962), D. Fedotoff
White's The Growth of the Red Army (1944), Z. K. Brzezinski's
(ed.) Political Controls in the Soviet Army (1954), and Robert
Conquest's The Great Terror: Stalin's Purge of the Thirties
(1968). Germany's excursion into Russia is treated in Allan
Clark's Barbarossa (1965), and the retreat in Earl F. Ziemke's
excellent Stalingrad to Berlin (1968). The last is part of a three-
volume series on the Eastern Front to be published by the U.S.
Army Center of Military History, which has also sponsored
about a dozen specialized studies on the same campaign.
Alexander Werth has written the best popular hiktory, Russia at
War (1964), and Seweryn Bialer's (ed.) Stalin and his Generals:
Soviet Military Memoirs of World War 11 (1969) covers some of
the internal bickering. Leon Goure's The Siege of Leningrad
(1962) is a Rand research project that complements Harrison
Salisbury's excellent The 900 Days (1969). To the south, Ronald
Seth's informal Stalingrad, Point of Return (1959) treats the
operational turning point marked by the loss of the entire
German Sixth Army, while, behind the lines, Alexander Dallin's
German Rule in Russia (1957) presents a broad coverage of Nazi
Germany's insane occupational policies.

The underground opposition to Hitler's New Order is treated
in M.R.D. Foot's Resistance (1977), while Charles Delzell's
Mussolini's Enemies (1961) and Peter Hoffmann's The History of
the German Resistance, 1933-1945 (1977) cover the internal
dissenters. Also falling into the "unconventional" category are
Paul Leverkuehn's German Military Intelligence (1954) and
Robert M. Kennedy's German Antiguerrilla Operations in the
Balkans (1954). For frustrated cryptologists, F. W. Winter-
botham's The Ultra Secret (1974) and Anthony Cave Brown's
Bodyguard of Lies (1975) tell how the German codes were
cracked and have stirred up a lively historical controversy about
both the reliability of their stories and the relative importance of
this intelligence success in winning the war. Taking a broader
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view, former Central Intelligence Agency Executive Director
Lyman Kirkpatrick's Captains Without Eyes: Intelligence
Failures in World War 11 (1969) includes discussions of
Barbarossa (the Russians), Pearl Harbor (the Americans),
Dieppe, Market Garden and the Bulge.

Asia and the West, 1800-1945

Western expansion into Africa, Asia, and South America
introduced ferment and instability into what had been areas of
high social, economic, and political continuity. Basic descrip-
tions of the Far Eastern experience are 0. Edmund Clubb's
Twentieth Century China (1964), Edwin 0. Reischauer's The
United States and Japan (1950), and John K. Fairbanks's The
United States and China (1958). In the nineteenth century,
military forces opened China to economic invasion, but the
Middle Kingdom was too large for Europe to swallow. Led by the
crafty dowager Tz'u Hsi, the ruling dynasty managed to stave off
a final collapse until 1911. Peter Ward Fay's The Opium War,
1840-1842 (1975) introduces the period, Chester C. Tan's The
Boxer Catastrophe (1955) tells the story of the regime's last
stand, and Ralph L. Powell's The Rise of Chinese Military Power,
1895-1912 (1955) covers the final years. Once national cohesion
disintegrated, power fell to local generals like Ylan Shih-k'ai,
and, despite his tremendous prestige, Sun Yat-sen had little
authority even within his own party. The warlord period is
discussed in James E. Sheridan's Chinese Warlord (1966) a'id
Donald Gillan's Warlord: Yen Hsi-shan in Shansi Province,
1911-1949 (1967) (most were reformers as well as generals).
Sun's successor, Chiang Kai-shek, was also a general and
received the nominal allegiance of most of China by the end of
1928. The small Chinese Communist party was mismanaged by
Moscow, which had little use for agrarian reformers, and Mao
Tse-tung, Chu Teh, Lin Piao, and others made their 6,000-mile
Long March in 1934 to escape pursuing Nationalist armies. But
once Japan occupied Chiang's coastal power base, the Kuomin-
tang deteriorated and Mao began his guerrilla war behind both
Japanese and Nationalist lines.

Key works on the 1920s are Conrad Brandt's Stalin's Failure in
China (1958), Harold Isaac's classic The Tragedy of the Chinese
Revolution (1938), and Benjamin I. Schwartz's Chinese Commu-
nism and the Rise of Mao (1951). Fora feel of the revolution, read
Pearl Buck's The Good Earch (1931), then Edgar Snow's key Red
Star Over China (1937), and Mao's nonpolitical Basic Tactics
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(1938). His Selected Works (four volumes, 1961-65) include

, Strategic Problems of the Anti-Japanese Guerrilla War and On

the Protracted War, both written in 1938. The 1945-50 period is
reported by Derk Bodde in Peking Diary (1950), A. Doak Barnett
in China on the Eve of Communist Takeover (1963), and Jack
Belden in his eyewitness China Shakes the World (1949). For the
struggle against Japan, F. F. Liu's comprehensive A Military
History of Modern China, 1924-1949 (1956), Graham Peck's
lively Two Kinds of Time (1967), Harold Scott Quigley's Far
Eastern War, 1937-1941 (1942), and Belden's The New Fourth
Army (1938) are the best accounts of a gigantic but generally
undocumented struggle.

The Japanese experience was different. In 1868 Japan's leading
families established a "Western" government and made the
emperor the symbolic head of the new nation. Under clan
leadership, the feudal Samurai system was replaced by a modern
national army, the country was industrialized from above, and
the small but sturdy middle class expanded. During the next
forty years the islanders took Formosa, occupied Korea, and
decisively defeated one of the great European powers. The
Russo-Japanese war is reported in Frederick Palmer's firsthand
With Kuroki in Manchuria (1904) and the American Reports of
Military Observers Attached to the Armies in Manchuria during
the Russo-Japanese War (five volumes, 1906-7), but there is no
good general history.

World War I made Japan the dominant power in the Far East,
and Tokyo's policy makers continued to expand Japanese
regional hegemony. Although conservative military leaders
crushed the ultranationalist young officers' movement in 1936,
they continued to exploit Chinese weakness. Manchuria had
been occupied in 1931, and China was openly invaded six years
later. By 1941 the Japanese had seized most of China's urban
areas, including her coastal ports, shut up the remnants of
Chiang's army in central China, and organized several local
puppet governments. But China was too big. The Nationalists
survived in Chungking, Mao expanded his control in the
countryside, and all awaited the outcome of the war in the
Pacific. Francis C. Jones's Japan's New Order in East Asia (1954)
points out the absence of any master blueprint for conquest, and
the army's domination of national policy is highlighted in Robert
Butow's Tojo and the Coming of the War (1961). The earlier
period is treated in Takehiko Yoshihashi's Conspiracy at
Mukden (1963) and the young officers by Hugh Byas's journalis-
tic Government by Assassination (1942), but there are hardly

U ____
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any English treatments of Japanese military operations on the
mainland.

Japan's Pacific offensive was tactically brilliant, operational-
ly superb, but strategically disastrous. Good introductions are
Emmanuel Andrieu-D'Albas's Death of a Navy (1957), Masonari
Ito's The End of the Imperial Navy (1962), and Saburo Hayashi's
Kogun: The Japanese Army in the Pacific War (1959). In
Singapore: The Japanese Version (1960), Masanobu Tsuju,
former Military Operations Director for the 25th Army, tells how
it was done. Midway, the Battle That Doomed Japan (by Mitsuo
Fuchida and Masataka Okumiya, 1955) occurred only six
months after Pearl Harbor; Japan's best aircraft (see Zero by
Okumiya and designer Jiro Horikoshi, 1956) remained competi-
tive throughout the war, but her skilled aviators were slowly
replaced by the suicidal pilots described in Rikihei Inoguchi and
Tadashi Nakajima's The Divine Wind (1958). The kamikaze
effort highlighted the continued singularity of what should have
been the most "Westernized" culture in Asia and represented the
high-watermark of the total war concept. Japan's Economy in
War and Reconstruction (1949), by Jerome B. Cohen, is the chief
work on that subject, and all the above are supplemented by the
fine volumes in the American, British, Indian, New Zealand, and
Australian official histories and the host of associated memoirs
and special studies. Of these, Sir William Slim's Defeat Into
Victory (1956), treating the Burma campaign, is perhaps the best
memoir by a general officer and is an excellent introduction to
the field.

The war's end left both nationalism and democracy exhausted
across the globe, and only technology, the third member of the
trio, seemed to have emerged stronger. Whether a new balance
could ever be created between the three, or whether rampant
technology would tilt the world into some terrible historical
chasm, remained to be seen. The explosion of two great atomic
bombs in crowded urban centers did not augur well for the
future. Total war had now twice almost destroyed Europe and, in
the process, had reduced Western pugnacity to a shadow of its
former self. Although the prognosis was bad, it was not hopeless.
Yet the heady confidence that had propelled the West through
the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries was not likely to repeat
itself again.
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Chapter 7

American Military
History: The Early
Period, 1607-1815
Robert W. Coakley

THIS chapter and the two that follow deal with individual
periods of American military history to the end of World War I.
As an introduction the student needs to know something of the
writings on the whole course of that history and of the principal
themes and controversies that historians and writers have
developed in dealing with it. These topics can be dealt with only
briefly.

To the earliest American historians, military history was not
considered a field separate from that of the general history of
the United States. George Bancroft, the most noted of the
nineteenth-century group, contributed a great deal to the mil-
itary as well as political history of America. And if his simplis-
tic belief in the story of America as the triumph of liberty under
divine guidance no longer appeals to the critical mind of the
twentieth century, Bancroft still left an important legacy to
historians of all phases of American life, including the military.
His successors in writing general histories of the United
States-men like Justin Winsor, John B. McMaster, Richard
Hildreth, and Edward Channing-likewise did not 'neglect
military history. The general run of analytical and "scientific"
historians of the early twentieth century, however, shifted the
focus away from military events and institutions to the social
and economic structure beneath political development. Aca-
demic historians of the 1920s and 1930s were apt to stress the
causes and consequences of war to the exclusion of either the
course of American wars or military institutions as a part of
American life. Only after World War II was the balance in some
measure redressed.

Around the turn of the twentieth century, then, military
history became to some extent divorced from general American

Dr. Coakley (Ph.D., Virginia) is Deputy Chief Historian of the Center of Military
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history and became the province of military professionals and
gifted amateur historians with military interests; only a few of
the new "scientific" historians made contributions. The pioneer
in the field of military policy was a Regular Army officer and
Civil War veteran with a confirmed faith in the superiority of
the military professional over the citizen soldier. Emory Up-
ton's Military Policy of the United States, published posthu-
mously by the War Department at the instigation of Secretary
Elihu Root in 1904, exerted a powerful influence for decades on
both Army officers and military historians. Upton's thesis was
that the United States, because of lack of appreciation of the
value of trained military professionals, had blundered unpre-
pared into its wars at a scandalous cost in time, human life, and
natural resources. Upton was contemptuous of hastily trained
citizen soldiers and politicians in Congress and the Presidency
whom he held responsible for the nation's inept military poli-
cies. Upton's account stopped at the end of the Civil War.
Frederic L. Huidekoper's Military Unpreparedness of the Unit-
ed States (915), relying on Upton for the earlier years, covered
the period through the Spanish-American War in essentially
Uptonian fashion. C. Joseph Bernardo and Eugene H. Bacon in
American Military Policy: Its Development Since 1775 (1955)
have brought Upton's thesis past the Second World War. The
first comprehensive histories of the United States Army that
appeared between World War I and World War II, William A.
Ganoe's History of the United States Army (1924) and Oliver L.
Spaulding's The United States Army in War and Peace (1937),
both written by Army officers and still very useful, show
strong Uptonian influence.

The Uptonians did not have the field all to themselves. John
A. Logan, one of those "political" generals of the Civil War, in
1887 published The Volunteer Soldier of America, a massive
and ill-organized tome but one that used American military
history to argue the superiority of the citizen soldier over the
professional. A more up-to-date statement of Logan's thesis is
to be found in Jim Dan Hill's The Minute Man in Peace and War:
A History of the National Guard (1964). The most balanced and
effective counterargument to Upton came from a fellow profes-
sional and distinguished military scholar, John McAuley
Palmer, and was presented in its most comprehensive form in
America in Arms: The Experience of the United States with
Military Organization (1941). Using the same historical exam-
ples as Upton, Palmer argued that the great defect in American
policy had not been the use of citizen soldiers but the failure to
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train them well in an organized reserve. Palmer cited Washing-
ton's support of a "well regulated militia" after the Revolution
in support of his contention much as Upton had used Washing-
ton's tirades against ill-trained militia in the Revolution to
make his case for the professionals.

The contrasting Upton and Palmer theses have provided much
of the central theme for the history of the United States Army,
its wars and battles. Since World War 11 the whole controversy
has been placed within a broader context. Walter Millis's Arms
and Men (1956) is an excellent and readable account of the
development of American military policy within the broader
context of technological change and political shifts in the world
around us. Millis adds a naval dimension to the story of the
development of American military policy and ends with a
discussion of the dilemma that the development of air power
and of atomic weapons has brought about, suggesting that
under modern conditions war can no longer serve any useful
purpose. Russell Weigley in two books, Towards an American
Army (1962) and History of the United States Army (1967),
deals with the development of the Army as an institution,
candidly recognizing that he is writing the history of two
armies, one the professional and the other the citizens' reserve,
and that the tension between them is well illustrated by the
writings of Upton and his critics. Unlike his predecessors,
Ganoe and Spaulding, Weigley deals little with military opera-
tions. A recent amalgam of both institutional history of the
Army and its role in battles and wars is to be found in Maurice
Matloff's (ed.) American Military History (1969, revised 1973)
produced by the U.S. Army Center of Military History primari-
ly as an ROTC text. In a third work, The American Way of War
(1973), Weigley traces the development of American strategy
beginning with the American Revolution and concludes, much
like Millis, that the traditional American concept of war has
been outdated by post-World War II developments. T. Harry
Williams's Americans at War (1956) is a very readable treatise
on military organization and policy, although weak on develop-
ments in the twentieth century. Two useful books on the
development of American military policy and thought are
Millis's (ed.) American Military Thought (1966) and Raymond
O'Connor's (ed.) American Defense Policy in Perspective
(1965).

The U.S. Navy theorists, sparked by Alfred Thayer Mahan's
writings, have generally dealt with broader themes of world
naval history rather than confining themselves strictly to
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American military developments. There are, however, numer-
ous useful histories of the U.S. Navy; the earliest, by novelist
James Fenimore Cooper, appeared in 1854. In 1893 Edgar S.
Maclay published a two-volume History of the Navy, expanded
into three volumes after the Spanish-American War. Like many
of its successors, it is in the heroic tradition. Dudley Knox's
History of the United States Navy, first published in 1936 with
an updated and enlarged edition in 1948, is better balanced, as
is the work of Naval Academy teachers Carroll S. Alden and
Allen Westcott, The United States Navy: A History (1943). The
best scholarly work on the history of the United States Navy to
the end of World War I is Harold and Margaret Sprout'q The
Rise of American Naval Power (1939), a work that puts Mohan
in proper context as Millis and Weigley put Upton in context.
E. B. Potter's (ed.) The United States and World Sea Power
(1955) follows the Mahan tradition of treating U.S. naval
history within the framework of the long story of developments
in sea warfare.

There are a number of general histories of the Marine Corps,
the most notable, all written by Marine officers, are Clyde H.
Metcalfe's A History of the United States Marine Corps (1939),
Robert D. Hein's Soldiers of the Sea: The United States Marine
Corps, 1775-1982 (1962), and Edwin H. Simmons's, The United
States Marine Corps, 1775-1975 (1975). The most recent and
detailed Marine Corps history is 1. Robert Moskin's The U.S.
Marine Corps Story (1977), essentially a combat narrative.

For general coverage of battle history, the old classic, Mat-
thew Steele's American Campaigns (1909), is now largely
outdated; but neither I.F.C. Fuller's Decisive Battles of the
U.S.A. (1942) nor Robert Leckie's Wars of America (1968) really
supplant it. The battles of our wars can in fact be studied best
in the more specialized literature. An indispensable adjunct to
their study, in whatever sources, is The West Point Atlas of
American Wars (two volumes, 1959) edited by Brig. Gen.
Vincent Esposito.

Civil-military relations have attracted a great deal of atten-
tion in the post-World War II era, and th historians and
political scientists have explored the his di nensions of
the problem. Louis Smith's American Demc d Military
Power (1951) is a solid, relatively impartial. muel P.
Huntington's The Soldier and the State (1957). 'voca-
tive, a study quite sympathetic to the military tn . i the
need for strict military professionalism and who. iiuntington
designates as "objective civilian control." In contrast, a strong
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antimilitary bias shows in Arthur E. Ekirch's The Civilian and
the Military (1956), a work that stresses what Ekirch considers
increasing military dominance since World War II.

James A. Huston in Sinews of War: Army Logistics 1775-1953
(1966) gives comprehensive treatment to an area of American
military history long neglected. The only other work in the
logistics area on a comparable scale, but more specialized, is
Erna Risch's Quartermaster Support of the Army (1962). In the
field of military education the best work is by John W. Masland
and Lawrence I. Radway, Soldiers and Scholars: Military
Education and National Policy (1957). On the oldest American
military educational institution, perhaps the best recent history
is Stephen Ambrose's Duty, Honor, Country: A History of West
Point (1966):

An ambitious series covering both American wars and mil-
itary policy and institutions is the Macmillan Wars of the
United States series under the general editorship of Louis
Morton. Individual volumes from this series, all written by
outstanding scholars in their respective fields, will be cited in
connection with the specific periods they cover.

To turn now to the first of these periods, in the two centuries
that elapsed between the first English settlements at James-
town in 1607 and the end of the second American war with
Britain in 1815, military affairs played an important part in
American life and development. As colonists, Americans fought
thousands of engagements with the Indians, took part in half a
dozen European wars that spread to the American continent,
and enraged in a certain amount of strife among themselves. As
rebels they fought an eight-year war to break their bonds to the
mother country. As citizens of a free and independent state,
they established a framework for national military policies,
pushed the Indian frontier westward, and pursued a precarious
neutrality in the wars that wracked Europe between 1792 and
1815. They finally went to war with Britain for a second time in
1812, providing a test for the military institutions that had
taken shape during the colonial and early national experience.
The peace that ended this war also ended an epoch in American
military history when the country, as colony and nation, had
been inextricably embroiled in the affairs of European states; it
marked the beginning of a new era, to last until 1898, during
which the United States would concentrate on internal develop-
ment and westward expansion across the continent.


